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INTRODUCTORY  ESSAY, 


If  it  is  enquired,  why  print  the  following  narratives?  our  answer 
is  simple  : the  printing  may  gratify  many  of  the  name  of  Forbes^ 
and  of  those  connected  with  that  ancient  family.  The  antiquity 
of  the  original  essays  will  at  least  supply  the  place  of  what  inter« 
est  may  be  lost  by  the  extinction  of  branches  of  the  main  stejn  5 
and  it  is  most  truly  remarked,  that  none  despise  family  preten- 
sions but  those  who  have  no  title  whatever  to  family.  * These 
circumstances  will  give  our  little  pamphlet  some  credit  in  as 
large  a circle  as  the  number  of  copies  printed  will  perhaps  ex- 
tend its  wings.  'I'  Of  so  conspicuous  and  numerous  a famil3r, 
descendants  or  friends  must  be  found  very  generally  throughout 
the  kingdom.  We  have  on  our  side,  indeed,  not  only  a principle 


* We  may  here  remark,  that  genealoj'ical  investigations  are  subject 
So  unpopularity,  as  being  very  destructive  of  cherished  delusions,  and 
if  true,  of  bringing  forward  the  plain  and  unadorned  parts,  as  well  as 
the  mere  brilliant : somewhat  of  the  former  attach  to  the  most  noble, 
and  even  royal  pedigrees  ; and  it  is  well  known  that  even  Louis  XIV, 
in  all  his  glory,  had  a blank  (or,  as  the  heralds  term  it,  a window)  in 
his  escutcheon. 

f Perhaps  in  Asia  may  be  found  more  traces  of  profound  veneration 
for  family  or  races  of  men  than  elsewhere ; the  casts  and  manners  of 
that  continent  almost  everywhere  denote  an  amazing  tendency  to  pay 
even  adoration  to  illustrious  descent. 
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very  generally  difFaseJ  over  the  globe,  but  one  of  the  very  lilglj- 
est  antiquity.  The  respect  to  family  pretensions  arc  to  be  found 
equally  among  the  savages  of  every  region  as  among  the  Euro- 
•ean  governments  ; and  the  very  first  traces  of  any  records  of 
uankind  give  unequivocal  proofs,  by  their  anxious  enumeration 
:i\d  pedigrees,  that  this  propensity  is  one  of  those  most  deeply 
rooted  in  human  nature.  * From  the  holy  histories,  our  atteu- 
don  may  first  be  arrested  by  the  Egyptian  Pyramids,  those  se- 
^j)ulchral  monuments,  doubtless  meant  to  eternise  the  families  of 
the  founders,  and  whose  masses  remain  equally  the  evidences  of 
iiura an  vanity,  and  its  futility.  To  inspect  these  wonders  of  stupen- 
dous toil  has  of  late  been  a frequent  satisfaction : bat  to  come  at  any” 
further  discovery  has  baffled  every  research  and  probable  disqui- 
Bition  ; intended  to  perpetuate  the  actions  and  names  which  once 
idled  the  kingdoms  with  their  glories,  they  impart  the  strongest 
jand  liveliest  conviction  of  the  fleeting  state  of  man  and  of  all 
jhis  monuments ; and  the  works  themselves  of  the  labours  of  men ; 
ihey  seem  destined  to  carry  through  hundreds  and  thousands 
•of  ages,  the  mournful  certainty,  that  those  labours  have  been 
•\^ain,  and  that  though  the  materials  remain  hardly  yielding,  yet, 
to  time,  tb.it  the  memorials  of  the  epoch  of  their  first  existence 
Slave  perished,  and  that  the  earliest  historians  were  just  as  igua- 
xant  of  their  mysterious  birth,  as  thirty  succeeding  centuries 
Slave  been,  and,  in  every  probability,  will  ever  remain.  Unlike 
the  general  fate  of  ancient  structures,  which  leave  the  history  of 
their  foundations,  while  age  has  obliterated  the  materials  which 


* Vast  as  the  ideas  of  antiquity  are,  suggested  by  llic  Pyramids, 
still  they  are  so  only  from  comparison  ; when  we  consider  the  disco- 
veriea  of  the  successive  worlds  of  Cuvier,  in  his  “ Resherches  sur  les 
Ossemens  fossiles  j”  his  clear  demonstration  of  deluges  after  deluges; 
of  128  different  sorts  of  animals  in  those  ancient  worlds,  now  extinct; 
of  the  surface  of  the  earth  being  formed  of  layer  upon  layer  of  worlds 
of  animals  and  plants  of  different  and  distant  climates,  destroyed  and 
reproduced,  and  that  man  has  left  no  remains  in  any  one  stratum 
— what  a field  for  reflection ; yet,  to  eternity,  what  a nothing  are  all 
these  tests  of  the  progress  of  time  I 
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I'tjniposcd  them,  ami  thrown  the  veil  of  oblivion  over  their  stan- 
ces, these  aifecting  nnJ  supernatural  monuments  mock  the  histo- 
ries and  traditions  of  men,  and,  for  a season  at  least,  falsify  the 
poet’s  description — 


We  turn  to  dust,  and  all  our  mightiest  works 
Die  too;  the  deep  foundations  that  we  lay 
Time  ploughs  them  up  and  not  a trace  remains  ; 

^Vc  build  with  what  we  deem  eternal  rock— 

A distant  age  asks  wljere  the  fabric  stood, 

And  ill  (he  dust,  sifted  and  search’d  in  vain. 

The  iudiscoverahlc  secret  sleeps. 

(’oeval  probably  with  the  erection  of  these  amazing  works,  are 
the  chiefs  of  the  ancient  inj  lhologies.  Men  who,  emerging  from 
the  first  savage  and  forlorn  state  of  the  infant  societies  of  the  world, 
have  been  ennobled  into  divinities  by  the  gratitude  of  their  co- 
temporaries,  and  descended  as  such,  from  the  credulity  of  after  ages. 
Tlicse  godheads  sufficiently  bear  the  indications  of  their  first  merits 
and  of  their  rewards — and  Apollo,  Neptune,  Bacchus,  Ceres,  Mars, 
^Mercury,  IMinerva,  are  evidently  the  names  which  celebrate  the 
first  inventors  or  great  improvers  of  music,  navigation,  vineyards, 
agriculture,  war,  trade,  and  learning.  The  vast  utility  which  a sa- 
vage race  must  have  found  in  the  uses  of  iron,  in  its  formation 
into  tools  and  weapons,  may  well  account  for  the  deification  and 
splendid  parentage  of  Vulcan;  for  who  but  the  son  of  Jove 
could  forge  the  thunder  of  the  eternal  father  of  the  godheads  ? 
The  raonarchs  of  the  early  ages  either  really  derived  their  des- 
cent from  these  splendid  personages,  or  else  contrived  to  have 
the  belief  established  that  this  was  the  case  ; for  submission  and 
reverence  were  soon  found  to  be  most  easily  secured  to  men  sup- 
posed to  emanate  from  a divine  origin ; and  though  Alexander 
the  Great*  may  have  failed  in  gaining  a general  belief  to  his  being 


* If  Alexander  really  v/aa  surprised  (as  Plutarch  says)  that  the 
blood  of  his  wound  was  not  the  Ichor  of  the  gods,  he  must  have  been 
in  the  highest  state  ot  insanity. 
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the  son  of  Jiipitcr-Ainmon,  yet  probably  few  doubted  his  being 
the  38th  in  descent  from  Hercules ; and  perhaps  this  last  glory 
may  not  be  justly  withheld  from  him,  even  by  modern  genealo- 
gists. The  divine  descent  of  these  ancient  times  was  subject  to 
many  shades  of  inferior  rank  to  that  of  the  immediate  offspring 
ot  Jove,  d'he  belief  was  general  that  the  gods  had  often  deigned 
to  be  captivated  with  the  charms  of  human  beauty,  (a  belief  not 
unsanctioned  in  holy  writ,)  and  hence  sprung  many  a demigod, 
the  ancestor  of  many  a hero,  and  king,  so  that  in  a short  time 
few  great  families  in  Greece  but  could  boast  equally,  or  nearly 
so,  with  the  monarch,  of  divine  ancestors.  The  apotheosis  in- 
deed seems  to  have  been  subject  anciently  to  the  power  of  men, 
as  much  as  making  of  saints  has  been  in  modern  times.  The 
Emperors  of  Rome,  in  their  lives,  emulated  the  highest  offices 
of  the  priesthood,  and  were  dignified  with  the  title  of  Divus  after 
their  decease,  and  even  during  their  lives.  Romulus,  the  founder, 
of  course  had  a divine  birth ; and  the  Julian  dynasty  derived 
its  cliief  glory  from  being,  through  Eneas,  descended  frora 
Venus.  The  reverence  for  high  descent  seems  indeed  to  have 
been  just  as  great  in  Rome  as  in  Greece,  even  in  the  high  and 
pairay  days  of  its  freedom.  The  statues  of  their  ancestors,  (these 
most  ostensible  titles  of  nobility,)  were  preserved  with  more  than 
filial  respect — and  the  epithet  of  Noviis  Homo  was  certainly 
more  conclusive  against  the  elevation  and  the  possibility  of  reve- 
rence to  the  person  to  whom  it  might  be  applicable,  than  it  is, 
or  has  been,  for  many  years,  in  our  most  civilised  states.  Thus 
we  may  be  satisfied,  that  until  all  civilization  was  lost  by  the 
conquests  of  the  armies  of  the  barbarians,  the  most  ancient  na- 
tions, and  those  most  polished  and  refined,  have  uniformly  been 
imbued  with  the  most  ardent  admiration  of,  and  reverence  for 
family ; that  the  want  of  it  has  been  an  almost  insurmountable 
bar  to  the  elevation  of  new  men,  and  that  even  in  the  popular 
republics  of  Greece  and  Rome,  the  number  of  distinguished  ple- 
beians was  very  small  indeed,  in  comparison  with  those  of  noble 
birth ; much  less  than  when  the  decline  of  every  noble  principle 
in  the  decay  of  the  empire  introduced  a greater  proportion  of 
men  of  mean  origin  into  situations  of  command  and  honour. 
The  feebleness  and  want  of  unity,  and  lengthened  exertion  in 
the  plans  of  men,  is  nowhere  more  visible  than  in  the  short  pe- 
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Ho’d  which  can  be  claimed  for  the  best  authenticated  nobility. 
From  the  chiefs  of  the  barbarous  tribes  which  subverted  the 
Roman  power,  the  most  noble  stocks  may  wish  to  trace  their 
pedigree ; but  these  attempts  are  oftener  baiiled  by  inconsist- 
eney  and  %vant  of  proof  than  confirmed  even  by  probability  5 
and  when  the  unprejudiced  mind  is  employed  upon  our  greatest 
European  families  of  “ Royal  siege,”  it  finds  that  six  or  eight 
centuries  (often  much  less)  uniformly  put  an  end  to  all  their  glo- 
ries, and  bring  their  founders  forward  either  as  fortunate  soldi- 
ers, or  less  meritorious  politicians  ; le  premier  qid  fut  roU  fnt  nn 
soldat  heveux.  The  Austrian  Majesty  ends  in  the  puny  Counts 
of  Hapsburgh— the  Russian  Emperors,  in  the  barbarous  chiefs 
of  the  unknown  Muscovites— the  Bourbon  pride,  in  the  little 
illustrious  Hugh  Capet — and  our  own  in  the  doubtful  and  base 
birth  of  the  son  of  the  Duke  of  Normandy.  V/e  believe  that 
not  one  great  family  in  Europe  can  with  any  certainty  go  back 
1000  years,  and  probably  the  oldest  families  which  can  record 
their  nobility,  or  rather  their  descent,  are  those  of  Venice,  des- 
cended from  the  obscure  founders  of  that  marine  city.* 

Yet,  during  the  long  night  of  nearly  1000  years,  which  dark- 
ened the  European  nations,  after  the  decline  of  the  Roman  arte 
and  empii’e,  the  institutions  of  religion  and  of  chivalry,  tended  to 
give  softness  and  sentiment  to  the  barbarity  of  those  ages  of  ra- 
pine and  ferocity.  The  idle  lives  of  the  monks  were  Aiot  entirely- 
spent  in  delusion  and  licentiousness ; the  arts  of  life  and  the  re- 
membrance of  former  civilization  were  cherished  amidst  the 


* The  pride  of  the  Germans  is  almost  proverbial ; and  such  was  th- 
hauteur  of  the  Spanish  grandees,  that  each  one  in  succession  signed 
after  their  names,  consenting  to  the  Bourbon  dynasty,  “ As  noble  as  the 
''  King.”  The  subtle  embassador  of  France  concealed  his  feelings  a£ 
this  arrogant  assumption,  till  one,  signing  as  usual,  and  with  the  addition 
of  “ and  more  so,”  he  demanded  the  reason  ; the  answer  at  once  silen- 
ced the  Frenchman — “ You  allow  I am  as  noble;  but  I am  a Casti- 
lian) and  he  Is  a Frenchman  ^ $9  1 am  so  much  nobler  than  the 
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elusion  of  the  convents,  and  the  vitrd  spark  oriitcrniurc  preserv- 
€id  for  happier  times.  The  noble  maxims  orchivalrv,  which  were 
founded  on  the  purest  humanity  and  sense  of  honour,  raised  a 
counterpoise  to  the  savage  lawlessness  of  the  times  before  un- 
known ; for  when  has  so  solidly  powerful  and  serioiislv  respected 
a systeiTa  been  ever  cherished,  either  before  or  since  ? The 
order,  though  pveak  at  first,  grew  with  the  increasing  know- 
ledge and  stability  of  the  new  military  fabrics;  it  became 
the  pride  of  the  highest,  after  having  long  protected  the  low, 
and  in  its  brightest  period  of  four  centuries,  formed  the 
strongest  tie  of  kings,  and  their  proudest  title.*  In  its  observ- 
ance was  found  the  incentive  to  every  virtue : religion  was  ho- 
noured ; military  glory  inflamed  and  purified  ; and  the  gentle 
virtues  and  accomplishments  nourished  and  created.  Its  fa- 
vour melted  the  obdurate  manners  of  the  times  into  politeness, 
and  gave  the  glow  of  sentiment  and  generosity  to  enlighten  tho 
gloom  of  ignorance  and  depravity — nor  did  k cease  to  spread  it.; 
benign  influence  till,  having  humanized  the  nations,  it  lost  in  the 
general  blaze  of  reviving  virtue  and  high  feeling  which  it  created, 
its  own  bright  distinction  : and  having,  like  conquerors,  given  its 
laws  to  the  w'orld,  was  no  longer  arrayed  in  arms,  because  it  bad 
superseded  the  necessity  for  them.  Glory  had  passed  from  the 
phalanx  of  Greece  to  the  Roman  legions,  w ith  the  disciplined 
valour  and  ancient  renown  of  which  she  long  dwelt,  and  even  at 
last  seemed  averse  to  go  over  to  the  conquerors — whose  long 
assaults  rather  gradually  usurped  than  brilliantly  overcame  the 
empire  she  had  so  long  exalted.  During  the  ascendancy  of  clit- 
valry,  the  glory  of  arms  w^as  vested  in  the  heavy  cavalry,  which 
were  indeed  the  chivalry  (as  their  name  denotes)  of  the  states. 
The  infantry,  (except  the  archers)  were  of  little  or  no  estima- 


* In  Magna  Cbarta,  the  king  reserves  powers  of  raising  money 
for  two  great  events,  viz.  marrying  his  eldest  daughter,  and  making 
bis  eldest  son  a knight. — Barbour  generally  calls  King  Edward  the 

First  “ Sir  Edward thus—**  When  that  Sir  Edward,  that  redoubted, 
king,”  &c.  &c>  &c. 
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tion  well  deserving  the  mention  of  that  kind  of  troops  made  by 
Froissart,  who  calls  them  “ lusty  varlets and  until  the  English 
archery  was  ennobled  by  the  days  of  Cressy,  Poictiers,  and  Azin- 
cour,  even  the  archers  were  in  very  inferior  estimation.  When  Ed- 
ward the  * Second  fought  the  battle  of  Bannockburn,  his  most 
dreaded  force  was  his  chivalry — and  the  Scotch  army  seems  to 
have  had  no  adequate  force  of  this  noble  description,  but  to 
have  chiefly  depended  upon  its  schiltronsf  (battalions  or  columns) 
of  pikemen. 

Barbour  describes  Bruce’s  caution  to  his  troops  certainly  from 
hearsay  of  good  authority ; 

On  hnrse  arrayed  will  they  ride. 

And  come  upon  ye  in  a hie, 

W ith  yr.  spears  receive  them  manfully — 

Then  think  upon  the  muckle  ilL 
That  they  and  theyr’s  did  to  ye  stilh 

These  pikemen  were  however  able  to  perform  wonderful  marches, 
being  provided  each  man  with  a pony  to  carry  himself  and  his  pro- 
visions ; so  that  when  Rriice  invaded  England,  under  Edward  the 
Third,  the  English  army  was  constantly  baflded,  and  finally  ruined 
by  their  quick  changes  of  position,  J This  great  King  of  the  Scots 


* Many  who  admire  Wallace,  are  perhaps  ignorant  that  he  was  a 
man  of  humour ; at  Falkirk  he  thus  addressed  his  schfltrons,  after  draw- 
ing them  up  for  battle,  alluding  ta  dancing,  “ I haiflf  broght  ye  to  the 
« ring — hap  gif  ye  can  !’* 

I An  old  English  author  describes  the  schiltrons  as  follows ; 

Ther  formost  couvay  ther  bakkis  togidere  sette, 

Ther  speres  poynt  over  poynt  so  save,  so  thikke 
And  fast  togidere  joynt,  to  see  if  was  ferlike, 

Als  a castelle  tbai  stode,  tha  t were  walled  with  stone, 

Ther  wende  no  man  of  blode  thorgh  tham  suld  haf  gone, 

) The  soldiers  of  Bruce  are  described  to  have  each  been  furnished 
with  a cow-horn,  which  they  kept  blowing  all  night  like  so  many  theu^ 

b 
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^eemsto  have  himself  (along  ^ ith  Wallace)  created  and  brought 
the  warlike  state  of  his  kingdom  to  its]acme  of  glory,  and,  as  he  liv- 
ed the  ornament  of  chivalry,  he  died  like  a true  knight,  ordering  his 
heart  to  be  carried  by  Sir  James  Douglas  to  the  Holy  Land : the 
end  of  this  story  is  well  known : Sir  James  being  engaged  in  a battle 
■with  the  Moors,  in  Spain,  threw  the  silver  case,  containing  the 
heart  (which  he  wore  suspended  from  his  neck)  among  the 
enemy,  exclaiming,  “ Go  forward,  as  thou  wast  ever  wont and 
was  soon  after  slain.  The  noble  spirit  of  chivalry  deeply  per- 
vaded* the  reign  of  Edward  the  Third : his  very  deed  of  acknow*- 
ledgmeut  of  Bruce  as  King  seems  to  breathe  a sense  of  his  con- 
viction of  his  high  renown ; and  when  a Minstrel  at  his  table 
mentioned  Bruce  as  one  of  the  three  greatest  men  he  had  know’!! 
in  Europe,  the  King  reprimanded  a courtier  who  was  offended 
at  an  enemy  being  praised,  and  rewarded  the  Minstrel  for  his 
honesty.  Towards  the  end  of  the  fifteenth  century, f however, 
the  European  system  seems  to  have  thrown  more  consequence 
upon  the  bands  of  infantry  than  during  former  centuries.  The 
States  became  more  consolidated;  and  when  Charles  the  Eighth 
of  France  invaded  Naples,  standing  armies  began  to  be  formed : 


sands  of  devils;  they  left  10,000  pairs  of  brogues  in  their  camp,  and 
3 vast  quantity  of  flesh  half  boiled,  in  skins  suspended  on  sticks  over  the 
embers, — In  this  expedition  the  English  seem  to  have  known  nothing 
of  the  motions  of  the  Scotch,  or  where  they  were  to  be  found  ; so  ex- 
cellent were  Bruce’s  operations  and  so  quick  his  marches.— la  this 
campaign,  Douglas  penetrated  as  far  as  king  Edward’s  tent,  and  very 
nearly  made  him  prisoner ; he  forced  past  the  English  sentinels  in  the 
night,  calling  out,  “ Ha ! Su  George^ — no  w'ard  !” 

* It  is  delightful,  upon  coming  to  particulars  regarding  such  men, 
to  find  them  increase  in  splendour  instead  of  diminishing : Bruce  was 
saved  from  death  at  an  assault  upon  Perth  by  a French  knight,  who 
exclaimed,  “ It  is  a pity  to  see  so  great  a king  expose  himself  so  much, 
to  gain  a miserable  hamlet.” 

f The  discovery  of  the  use  of  gunpowder,  early  in  the  14tb,  and  of 
printing  in  the  middle  of  the  fifteenth  centuries,  had  effected  a €0m=> 
plete  change  in  Europe,  and  led  the  way  to  changes  stUi  greater, 
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These  were  naturally  more  easily  kept  together,  formed  chiefly 
of  infantry,  than  of  the  more  costly  bodies  of  cavalry-— which 
could  not  exist  without  vast  magazines  of  provisions  for  the 
horses ; a thing  impossible  in  the  state  of  agriculture.  Thus 
the  same  cause  which  probably  made  infantry  the  strength 
* of  Scotland,  occasioned  its  rise  into  reputation  when  stand- 
ing  armies  were  necessary  for  princes  to  maintain.  Of  the 
bands  which  seem  first  to  have  risen  into  high  reputation, 
may  be  mentioned  the  German  and  Swiss  mercenary  black 
bands,  and  the  Spanish  infantry,  which  bodies  were  decorated 
with  the  victories  of  Marignan,  Pavia,  and  St.  Quentin,  and  kept 
the  palm  of  renown  till  the  battle  of  Rocroy  transferred  it  to 
the  impetuous  valour  of  the  French  : thus  glory  passes  from  na- 
tion to  nation,  and  from  system  to  system.  Petrarch,  during  the 
reign  of  Edward  the  Third,  expressed  himself  somewhat  as  fol- 
lows I have  seen  the  grass  growing  in  the  streets  of  Paris, 
which  in  my  youth  were  crowded  with  students.  The  French 
soldiery  has  been  entirely  overcome  by  the  English,  formerly 
the  lowest  of  all  the  barbarians,  inferior  even  to  the  vile 
Scotch.  It  is  thus  that  dominion  changes ; it  departsf  from 
the  unworthy,  and  goes  over  to  the  virtuous.’*  About  the 
same  period  may  probably  be  dated  the  formation  of  bodies 
of  light  horse.  At  Pinkey,  Sir  Ralph  Sadler  commanded  the 
English  light  horse;  at  this  combat,  the  Scotch  cavalry  was 
mounted  on  small  horses,  and  the  infantry  was  chiefly  composed 
of  pikemen,  clothed  in  sheepskins.  The  horsemen  were  called 
prickers.  The  English  cavalry  and  artillery  seem  to  have  de- 
cided the  battle  with  great  slaughter  and  little  opposition  on  the 
side  of  the  Scotch.  The  French  had  about  this  time  even  a Co- 
lonel-General of  light  horse ; so  that  from  the  use  of  artillery, 
matchlocks  and  the  formation  of  regular  standing  regiments,  the 


* We  may  mention,  that  in  Edward  the  Fourth’s  time,  Sir  John 
Fortescue  says,  “ Tlie  might  of  the  realm  of  England  standeth  upon 
“ its  archers.” 

f It  is  evident  that  Petrarch  was  here  swayed  by  the  superior  rank 
which  Bruce  and  Bannockburn  had  given  to  Scotchmen. 
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old  heavy-armed  cavalry,  or  men  at  arms,  with  their  lancts 
pointed  with  Bourdeaux  steel,  as  ^Froissart  tells  us,  seem  to  have 
gone  quite  into  disuse.  In  their  day  of  glory,  these  men,  defend- 
ed with  impenetrable  armour,  must  have  been  extremely  for- 
luidable  and  irresistible  by  troops  nearly  naked  ; but  the  moment 
fire-arms  came  into  use,  their  superiority  in  a great  measure  ceased. 
Their  motions  in  body  must  have  been  tedious  and  unwieldy  j 
their  marches  slow  and  toilsome,  and  incumbered ; and  upon 
any  accident  happening  to  the  horse  or  rider,  the  last  became 
useless,  or  the  motionless  prey  to  the  varlets  who,  with  their 
knives,  either  cut  their  throats,  as  they  lay  helpless  on  the 
ground,  or  else  took  them  prisoners.  It  is  somewhat  remarkable 
that  the  history  of  the  fields  of  Cressy,  Poictiers,  and  Azincour, 
are  precisely  the  same ; defeat,  to  a rash  tumultuous  onset,  by  a 
small  number,  steady  in  defence ; just  such  was  Bannockburn, 
where  perhaps  the  English  gained  a lesson,  from  which  they  pro- 
fited, during  the' century  which  followed,  when  combating  in 
France ; when  the  ebullition  of  courage  in  the  noble  chivalry  of 
that  kingdom  being  unaided  by  discipline,  only  betrayed  it  to  de- 
feat and  slaughter.  Fiction,  which  seems  to  pervade  all  of  the 
early  institutions  of  mankind,  was  not  wanting  to  exalt  the  early 
days  of  chivalry.  The  actions  of  Arthur,  Rolland,  (or  Orlando) 
Tristan,  Palmerin,  Amadis,  and  many  others,  were  sung,  to  inflame 
the  emulation  of  the  knights ; these  songs  were  partly  mere  in- 
ventions of  the  minstrels,  and  partly  the  exaggerated  colouring 
of  deeds,  the  history  of  which  bore  little  resemblance  to  the  poe- 
tical superstructure : every  nation  had  its  knight  or  champion ; 
and  the  minstrels  and  poets  naturally  added  feat  upon  feat,  to  ex- 
3lt  the  hero  of  their  own  country.  The  princes  and  nobles  pas- 
sed the  convivial  hours  of  each  day  and  night  in  hearing  the 
songs  and  tales  of  these  wandering  bards.  They  supplied  the 
place  of  drama,  music  and  literature  ;f  the  history  of  the  passing 

• The  Editor  passed  much  of  1793-4  in  the  country  around  Va- 
lenciennes, where  Froissart  was  born ; the  hamlets  are  just  as  he  des- 
cribed them  400  years  ago,  at  this  day  ; his  accuracy  and  minutenes^ 
are  admirable. 

■J-  An  English  author,  who  wrote  in  1440,  thus  describes  James  the 
First’s  evening  occupation  the  night  of  his  murder ; — 

“ Then  after  this  came  aporach  the  nyght  yn  the  which  the  said 
^am€5  Stuart  kyng  of  Scottes,  shul’d  falsely  hym  unwittyng  suffice 
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season  was  conveyed  and  embellished  by  these  musical  chroni- 
clers; and  to  them  and  the  travelling  monks  was  Europe  in- 
debted for  the  knowledge  of  what  had  recently  happened,  or  was 
at  the  time  in  progress — so  little  were  the  Spanish  wars  known 
to  the  rest  of  Europe  that  Froissart  made  a journey  of  many  hun- 
dred miles  to  get  their  history  at  the  Court  of  Gaston  Phoebus  at 
Orthes,  and  went  even  into  Holland  to  gain  more  intelligence  from 
a kniajht  who  had  been  in  those  campaigns.  The  song  of  Holland 
seems  to  havp  been  the  most  famous,  and  longest  in  repute,  of 
the  performances  of  these  minstrels.  The  Normans  came  on  at 
Hastings,*  singing  this  roniance ; and  nearly  300  years  afterw^ards, 
the  French  soldiers  advanced  singing  it  at  Poitiers.f  'Except  in 
the  trivial  learning  of  the  convents,  no  other  literature  for  many 
centures  prevailed  in  Europe.  The  universal  religion  was  chi- 
valry ; the  minstrels  were  its  priests,  and  the  romances  its  can- 
ons of  worship.  There  is  a very  natural  bias  in  mankind  to 
paint  in  imagination,  the  ages  past  as  more  gifted  with  every 
thing  enviable  than  the  present;  from  what  this  proceeds,  it  is 
not  perhaps  easy  to  account ; yet  those  who  suppose  the  seasons 
warmer,  the  produce  more  luxuriant,  and  the  men  to  have  been 


his  horribile  death  by  murdure ; this  which  is  pite  that  any  gentill  or 
gode  man  to  thynk  upon ; so  both  afor  soper,  and  long  aftire  ynto 
quarter  of  the  nyght,  in  the  which  the  Earle  of  Athetelles  and  Robert 
Stewart  were  about  the  kyng,  where  thay  wer  occupied  at  the  playing 
of  the  chesse  att  the  table,  yn  reeding  o/* Romans,  yn  syngyng  and  pyp- 
yng,  yn  harpyng,  and  in  other  honest  solaces  of  grete  pleasance  and 
disport.” 

t,. . - 

* King  John  of  France,  at  Poictiers,  reproved  a young  soldier  for 
singing  this  song  at  the  time  that  the  defeat  seemed  certain,  saying, 
“ Why  sing  his  song — there  are  no  Rollands  among  us?”  “ Plenty,’*, 
replied  the  youth,  “ but  we  w’ant  a Charlemagne  to  head  us.” 

fTaillefer,  the  first  Norman  killed  at  Hastings,  was  advancing  sing- 
ing the  song  of  Rolland  when  he  was  slain.  The  song  celebrated  the 
convivial  talents,  courtesy  and  mercy  of  Rolland,  as  well  as  his  cou- 
rage ; it  was  his  custom  to  driak  with  prifiOh«ys  uftor  swbd'ung  them* 


larger  in  remote  ages,  are  certainly  a great  proportion  of  the  worid ; 
Onme  ignofumpro  magmjlcoy  is  an  old  observation : but  the  cool 
research  of  the  student  will  dispel  the  misty  fabrics  of  the  visionary. 
Froissart,  who  dwelt  a short  time  at  Dalkeith  with  Lord  Doug- 
las, describes  the  finest  country  near  the  metropolis,  as  quite  un- 
productive, the  inhabitants  crafty,  thievish,  and  vicious,  and  the 
capital  as  mean  and  unequal  in  any  way  to  the  comm  on  good  towns 
of  Flanders ; the  houses  \vere  thatched,  and  the  whole  country  so 
disgusted  the  French  army  sent  under  M.  Vienne  stir  up  the 
Scotch  against  England,  that  they  left  it  with  joy>  and  wdth  sen- 
timents of  aversion  for  their  allies.  A traveller  who  visited  the 
country  in  the  reign  of  James  tlie  First,  was  equally  struck  with 
the  general  ntikedness  of  Caledonia.  The  trees  were  a few 
round  great  men’s  houses  or  castles,  the  beggars  extremely  nu- 
merous and  disgusting,  and  instead  of  money,  they  received  in 
alms  small  yellow  stones,  which  we  may  suppose  to  have  been 
pieces  of  brimstone,  which  the  traveller  mistook  for  such.— -- 
Froissai'Fdescribes  Robert  II.*  as  a disgusting  and  blear-eyed  sa- 
vage ; and  the  traveller  the  poetical  James  the  First  as  mean  in 
stature,  pot-bellied  and  ill-shaped.  Thus  the  fairy  dreams  of 
unfounded  speculation  vanish  into  homely  deformity  w'hen  the 
test  of  truth  is  applied  to  them.  What  a picture  shall  we  form 
of  Scotland,  when  we  have  the  best  information  that  it  was  over- 


• The  actions  of  the  heroic  Robert  Bruce  may  perhaps  strike  as 
more  meritorious,  when  we  reflect  that  he  was  for  many  years  afflicted 
with  the  leprosy,  and  died  of  its  effects  : his  infirmities  made  him  to 
be  looked  upon  as  old,  when  he  died,  which  he  was  not,  being  only  55 
years.  Being  in  May  1308  attacked  in  his  quarters,  his  spirit  chased 
away  his  complaint — 

This  said  the  king  withouten  weer, 

Thair  host  has  maid  me  hail  and  feer, 

For  suld  no  medecyne  swa  sone 
Haiff  cowerit  me,  as  thai  haiff  done. 

Bahbour. 

Comparisons  are  odious  i but  we  caiinot  but  think  Bruce  a hero  far 
superior  even  to  Wallace. 
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rim  by  200,000  beggars,  not  150  years  ago.  Tills  is  one-fifth  of 
its  population  at  that  time,  and  our  only  relief  is  the  total  ira= 
probability  of  the  assertion  : yet  the  laws  enforced  against  these 
masterly  freebooters,  seem  to  infer  that  the  people  had  need  of 
every  prompt  measure  to  ensure  their  safety  from  the  depreda- 
tions and  assaults  of  these  vagabonds,  masterly  beggars,  sorners, 
^:c.  &c.  &c.  who  infested  the  whole  kingdom,  and  even  kept  the 
towms  in  awe  and  alarm.— -To  come  nearer  the  subject  of  our 
publication,  the  times  when  Mr.  Mathew  Lumsden  and  Mr.  Wo 
Forbes  flourished  (say  from  1540  till  1700)  w'ere  probably  the 
most  wretched  in  Scottish  history.  Religious  strife,  long  miiiO’* 
rities,  civil  war,  fanaticism,  usurpation  and  tyramiical  reaction, 
were  constant  in  succession  during  these  160  years:  so  that  at 
last  the  country,  tom  to  pieces  by  foreigners  and  its  own  chil- 
dren, reached  the  lowest  state  of  misery,  poverty  and  decay- 
The  towns  were  almost  deserted,  as  well  as  a great  part  of  the 
cultivated  grounds ; the  national  spirit  seemed  quite  withered 
and  perverted,  as  must  ever  be  the  case,  after  duplicity  and  cun» 
ning  have  long  been  permitted  with  success  to  usurp  the  place 
nobler  qualities.  Rapine  and  destruction  were  the  arts  of  the 
remote  country  districts,  and  these  were  only  contrasted  in  the 
towns  and  more  populous  parts  of  the  country  by  hypocritical  pre- 
tensions to  religion  and  morose  gravity,  covering  every  species  of 
fraud,  circumvention  and  chicanery.  While  the  kingdom  every 
where  exhibited  these  melancholy  changes  from  the  ancient  cha- 
racter and  customs,  the  seats  of  justice  were  corrupt  and  tyran- 
nical beyond  any  formei  cs.amples ; the  law  arrived  at  what  has 
since  been  affixed  to  the  period,  as  its  distinctive  title,  its 
ioorst  season ; and,  to  use  the  official  language  of  the  times,  a 
great  proportion  of  the  judgments  “ stunk  of  iniquity.’*  Having 
by  accident  met  with  an  ancient  document  descriptive  of  some  of 
the  military  proceedings  in  the  Highlands,  after  the  battle  of 
Dunbar  had  submitted  the  kingdom  to  Cromwell,  we  here  insert  it, 
as  it  is  a document  liable  to  be  little  resorted  to  elsewhere,  snc8 
is  both  ancient  and  curious. 
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Biurnal  of  some  Passages  and  Affairs, 


, Friday  and  Saturday,  Jtdy  14,  15,  1654. — By  several  letters 
frbm  Scotland  came  as  followeth : — 

If'roni  the  Camp  at  Glenlongh,  hi  the  Shields  of  Kintaily 
30th  June y 1654.  . 

It  will  be  needlesse  to  give  you  a particular 
account  of  our  ten  days’  constant  march  from  Ruthven,  in  Bad- 
genoch,  into  Lochaber,  through  Glengarie’s  bounds,  and  so 
through  Kintale,  in  all  which  march  our  w'ork  was  to  burn  the 
houses,  and  destroy  and  cut  up  the  corn,  to  the  Clan  Camerons, 
Glengary  and  his  tenants,  (and  amongst  the  rest,  Glengarie’s  new 
house  which  he  was  building)  and  Seaforth,  and  his  tenants,  in 
Kintale ; all  which  are  so  universally  in  rebellion,  that  in  several 
dayes*  march,  neither  man,  woman,  or  child,  were  to  be  seen, 
nor  scarce'  a beast,  ha^ng  driven  away  ail  their  cattel,  sheep  and 
horses,  into  the  mountains,  so  that,  considering  the  badnesse  of 
the  wayes,  through  almost  inaccessible  passes  on  the  edges  of  the 
inountains,  and  foiilnesse  of  the  weather,  having  much  rain,  the 
poor  souldiery  could  not  (next  to  starving),  have  endured  more 
hardship,  having  nothing  for  refreshment  but  bisket,  cheese,  and 
water,  for  severall  dayes,  only  the  first  dayes  march  into  Kintals, 
there  were  about  300  head  of  cattele,  sheep,  and  goats  fetch’d  in, 
which  were  a great  refreshment  to  the  army : we  traced  the  ene- 
my four  severall  dayes  in  Kintale,  ahd  found  their  huts  standing, 
but  could  not  meet  with  any  of  them.  Monday  the  26th  inst^ 
upon  the  General’s  coming  to  Glen-Sinnick,  in  Kintale,  he  un- 
derstood by  two  Highland  women  (the  first  which  were  seen  of 
these  heathens)  which  were  brought  in  from  the  mountains  by 
the  souldiers,  that  Middleton’s  horse  quartered  the  night  be- 
fore at  Glencly,  and  were  gone  towards  Loughaber ; and  march' 
Ihg  next  day  tee  that  Middleton  had  boat- 
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^cl  himself,  and  most  of  the  foot,  either  for  tlie  islnpds,  or  the 
north  ,'  so  that  finding  no  probability  of  engaging,  the  army  are 
inarched  towards  Inverness  for  a further  supply  of  provisionSg 
and  then  we  shall  inarch  into  other  parts  of  the  hills ; but  I am 
confident  worse  places  will  not  be  found  ; we  have  passed  by  the 
high  mountains  of  Armanoth,  where  I believe  never  English 
army  inarched  before  : but  the  tempestuousness  of  the  night  by 
a violent  storm  of  wihde,  hail,  and  rain,  will  not  permit  me  to 
enlarge. 


These  days  of  misery  are,  however,  now  getting  familiar  to  the 
public,  by  the  exertions  of  very  able  pens;  and  the  feats  of  Both- 
well  bridge  and  Drumclog,  as  well  as  the  actions  of  Argyle,  Mon- 
trose, Dundee,  and  Lauderdale,  are  becoming  rather  unexpect- 
edly interesting  in  the  tissue  of  fable  and  romance;  and  in  these 
better  days  we  can  safely  laugh  at  events  which  made  our  ances- 
tors very  grave  people.  Many  of  the  name  of  Forbes  were  prin- 
cipal actors  in  those  scenes ; and  we  may  add,  that  since  Mr. 
Wm.  Forbes  wrote,  in  1667,  tliej^baVe  maintained  the  high  name 
which  he  was  then  sensible  they  merited.  Forbes,  Bishop  of 
Aberdeen,  was,  long  before,  eminent  for  his  literature  ; and  long 
since  1667,  the  life  and  services  of  Duncan  Forbes  of  Cullodens 
Lord  President  of  theCourt  of  Session,  1737-1747,  have  not  only 
ennobled  his  name,  but  gained  the  honour  cf  a statue  from  his 
admiring  country,  and  exalted  him  to  a degree  of  veneration  in 
the  breasts  of  Scotchmen  almost  unequalled.  Indeed  so  afiTec-» 
tionate  a feeling  for  his  matchless  honour,  patriotism  and  phi- 
lanthropy, is  still  entertained,  that,  at  the  end  of  70  years,  his 
name  recalls  into  fresh  animation  the  wvarmest  and  noblest  en- 
thusiasm of  virtue  and  nationality.  Many  others  have  distin- 
guished themselves  in  the  army,  navy,  and  more  peaceful  walks 
of  science  and  letters  Those  families  honoured  with  titlei  are 
as  follows : 

1440 — Baron — James  Ochoiichar  Forbes.  Lord  Forbes,  and 
Premier  Baron  of  Scotland,  a Lieutenant-General,  and  Colonel 
21st  foot,  the  Royal  North  British  fusileers ; (son  of  James  Lord 
by  Catherine,  daughter  of  Sir  Robert  lones,  Bart.)  bom 
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1765;  succeeded  his  father  1804;  married,  in  1 792,  Elizabeths 
daughter  of  Walter  Hunter  of  Polmood — Issue,  James,  Walter, 
Frederick,  John,  Robert:  his  Lordship  is  one  of  the  16  Scotch 
Peers,  and  likewise  a Baronet  of  Nova  Scotia,  1628 — ChirfScaty 
Castle  Forbes,  Aberdeenshire, 

1684 — Earl  of  Grannard  (Ireland)  Lord  Viscount  Forbes. 
Lord  Pitsligo,  (Baron — Scotland)  attainted  1745.* 

1626 — Sir  IVilliant  Forbes  of  Pitsligo — Bart. — Nova  Scotia. 
1650 — Sir  Arthur  Forbes  of  Craigievar — Bai't. — Nova  Scotia. 
1700 — Sir  John  Forbes  of  Foveron — Bart. — Nova  Scotia. 

We  have  now  brought  our  short  (though,  we  fear,  rather  dif- 
fuse) essay  to  its  conclusion.  We  certainly  think,  that  the  con- 
sciousness of  the  deserts  of  our  ancestors  may,  when  under  the 
control  of  a just  and  reasonable  mind,  be  productive  not  only 
of  much  internal  comfort  and  vigour,  but  tend  as  a stimulus  to 
the  best  exertions  of  our  nature  ; thatit  may  engender  the  mean 
feelings  of  false  pride  is  not  to  be  denied ; it  is,  like  every  thing 
else,  subject  to  the  medium  through  which  it  passes  ; and  while 
in  generous  minds  it  will  produce  similar  fruit,  from  ignoble  na- 
tures it  will  prubably  draw  forth  its  innate  insolence,  littlenesg 
and  depravity,  with  bolder  exposure, 
f As  long  as  the  fields  ol  fame  of  our  ancestors  make  the  heart 


* Fidelity  is  so  great  a virtue  among  mankind,  that  the  time  is  long 
past  for  attaching  the  obloquy  the  adherents  of  the  old  family  met  with 
formerly.  We  may  remark,  that  it  is  the  virtue  most  in  veneration 
in  every  rank,  high  and  low.  A Danish  monarch  was  once  saved  from 
losing  his  life  from  the  treachery  of  his  nobles,  by  the  fidelity  of  his 
dog ; he  afterwards  instituted  the  Order  of  the  Dog  : the  badge  is  the 
figure  of  one,  and,  under,  the  allusive  motto  “ but  Tolpatch  was  faith, 
ful.” 

f We  are  far  from  judging,  like  Dr.  Johnson,  that  there  is  some- 
%ing  rascally  in  every  low  man that  in  every  man,  long  habituated 
So  any  sr*rt  of  pursuit,  there  shall  be  a tinge  of  the  habits  he  has 
been  inured  to,  is  certainly  very  natural~but  these,  though  not  perhaps 
sucU  ai  dislipgubh  the  vir  gemrosuS)  are  compatible  Tvith  the  greatest 
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expand  with  the  glories  of  former  days,  a proportionate  thrill  of 
applause  will  be  ever  paid  to  the  names  ennobled  upon  them  ; 
those  who  can  only  approach  to  these  as  fellow  countrymen,  will 
share  the  generous  feeling ; what  then  must  be  the  sophistry 
which  would  deny  the  addition  of  the  enraptured  glow  which 
those  cannot  but  feel  who  can  trace  their  lineage  to  the  vene- 
rated heroes  of  their  country?  To  check  the  noble  emotion  would 
indeed  be  impossible  if  attempted,  and  foolish,  if  possible.  While 
virtue,  piety,  and  courage  are  honoured  among  mankind,  the 
consciousness  of  the  worth  of  ancestry  will  ever  make  men  try 
to  follow  the  torch  of  glory  held  forth  by  it,  and  shrink  from 
the  degenerate  part,  even  in  extremity,  from  the  recollec- 
tion of  former  honour ; this  is  so  natural  to  us,  that  vve  ever 
call  to  our  assistance,  when  hardly  pushed  in  life,  the  brighter 
parts  of  our  own  history,  to  confirm  our  conduct.  How  many 
has  this  mode  of  rallying  upon  our  own  best  strength,  in  the  se- 
verest trials,  saved  ! It  is  fortifying  the  present  from  the  past : 
and  perhaps  in  the  annals  of  eloquence  there  is  not  a more  affect- 
ing and  forcible  display  of  oratory  than  that  of  the  heroic  Moore, 
at  Corunna,  to  the  42d  Regt.  “ Highlanders — remember  Egypt  J” 


elevation  of  sentiment,  and  are  too  severely  denoted  by  Dr.  Johnson’s 
mode  of  designation.  What  the  true  character  of  the  gentleman  is, 
needs  no  explanation,  as  it  is  known  and  f«It  universally  : it  is  in  the 
mind  ; for  what  the  world  calls  gentility  is  (as  Lord  Bacon  says)  but 
ancient  riches ! The  understanding  of  the  spirit  of  gentility  was  well 
known  in  France ; and  it  is  a fact  well  attested,  that  when  Francis  the 
First  failed  in  urging  his  faith  as  a Prince  and  a Soldier,  the  instant  be 
exclaimed,  “ on  the  faith  of  a Gentleman,”  every  doubt  was  removed. 

Under  the  article  Miscellaneous  Occurrences,  A.  D.  1304,  in  Lord 
Hales’s  Annals,  is  the  following  insertion : — “ To  this  period  must  be 
referred  the  taking  of  the  castle  of  Urquhart,  when  Edward  murdered 
every  person  in  it,  except  the  wife  of  Alexander  Bois,  the  Lord  of  the 
castle.  She  was  pregnant  at  the  time ; and  the  English  had  a religi- 
ous scruple  at  killing  a child  before  its  birth.  The  child  so  wonder- 
fully preserved  in  due  time  proved  a boy.  Having  slain  a mighty  bear 
that  infested  the  country,  he  received  the  appellation  of  For*  bear  ; af» 


^Ertvavds  this  came  to  be  pronounced  corruptedly  For-beast.  Boecs, 
and  many  a transcriber  from  him,  relate  the  story  with  the  utmost  gra- 
vity of  historical  narrative.  Martin  (Genealogical  Collections,  volume 
2d,  page  17th)  says,  that  one  Salvathius  Forbes  married  Moravilla, 
daughter  of  Gregory  the  great  king  of  Scotland,  about  870,  and  that 
all  the  Forbeses  in  Scotland  arc  descended  from  him  ; but  Nishet,  voL 
11,  page  317,  says  that  Ochonacher,  an  Irishman  of  quality,  slew  a 
monstrous  wild  boar,  and  from  that  event  took  the  name  of  Forboar. 
There  is  a confusion  here  of  Boars  and  Bears  which  I will  not  pretend 
to  unravel.  Sir  Thomas  Urquhart,  in  one  of  his  rapsodies  says,  that 
Phorbas,  a Greek,  was  the  ancestor  of  the  family ; and  that,  as  fre= 
quently  happens,  the  appellative  became  a surname.” 

From  the  general  conditions  of  the  capitulation  of  Bruce  and  the 
Scotch  in  1303,  to  king  Edward  the  First,  the  following  persons  were 
Excepted : the  Bishop  of  Glasgow,  the  Stewart,  Sir  John  Soulis,  Da-_ 
Vid  de  Graham,  Alexander  de  Lindsay,  Simon  Fraser,  Thomas  Bois, 
and  Sir  William  Wallace— men  devoted  to  their  country,  and  of  course 
to  the  utmost  fury  of  the  conqueror,  which  most  of  ibem  felt  in  all  ito 
horrors. 


As  the  beginning  of  every  work  is  generally  the  last  prhitedy  lue 
^nay  here  apologise  for  a few  errors.,  the  result  of  a very  difficult 
ancient  hand-writing  ; likewise  for  a small  error  in  page  5th, 
garding  the  arms  of  Mackay ,,>and  Forbes  ; the  ivord  shoidd  be 
JBears*  heads,  not  Boars'  heads,  as  to  Forbes  ; and  the  cheveron  in 
JMackay's  shield  is  Or,  not  Argent:  they  bear  likewise  a deer's 
head  for  Reay.  Our  giving  collective  nouns  a plural  verb  per- 
haps hardly  needs  apology. — Page  4,  line  2,  of  Essay,  put  is for  are  ; 
Cind  in  line  3 of  Note  to  page  7,  his  for  their.  ffV  bdkve  there 
Ure  few  other  errors f even  of  inadvertence. 


The  Preface  to  the  Reader. 


Mr.  IVm.  FORBES. 


Jlveadeii  I I cloo  here  present  unto  you  ane  genealogie  of  the 
Lord  Forbes  his  Familie,  in  which  I doo  not  only  include  the 
Lord  Forbes  privat  houss,  but  also  of  the  whole  Familie  in  the 
name  of  Forbes. ‘I^he  Lord  Forbes’  houss  having  thatpropertie 
(which  is  incident  to  few  great  families  in  the  natione)  that  all 
the  families  of  the  nam,  yea,  all  the  Forbess’s  in  or  out  of  Scot- 
land, are  branched  forth  from  that  only  bhe  rbot.^I  doo  not 
here  attribut  to  my  self  the  collectiohe  of  the  subsequent  gene" 
alogie,  least  I should  derogat  from  the  pains  of  that  judicious 
and  learned  gentilman  Mr.  Mathew  Lumsdeu  of  Tulliekerne, 
who,  by  his  Industrie  and  search,  hath  carried  on  the  work  from 
Sir  John  Forbes  with  the  black  lip  (who,  as  it  seems,  was  the 
first  Lord  Forbes  knowen  by  him)  till  the  year  1580,  att  or  about 
which  tyme  the  sayd  Mr.  Mathew  dyed  only.  I would  let  you 
know  that  heerin  lyes  his  error,  who  did  not  take  pains  to  search 
the  Lord  Forbes  his  evidents,  elss  he  would  have  found  that 
familie  honorable  and  conspicous  long  before  the  said  Sir  John, 
which  shall  be  showen  hereafter : But  the  gentleman  is  to  be 
excused,  since  he  intended  a lineall  descent,  and  nonlinats  thd 
particular  persons  of  soome  families  since  the  days  of  the  said 
Sir  John  Forbes : that  he  did  take  his  rise  from  him,  tyme  hav° 
ing  worne  out  the  memorie  of  particular  men  befof  that  tyme^ 
likeas  the  cheif  families,  notwithstanding,  had  ther  rise  since  the 
dayes  ©f  the  said  Sir  John,  And  least  tyrae  should  wear  ouS 
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Ihe  memorle  of  former  ages,  I have,  att  the  desire  of  my  Clieilf, 
^Villiam  Master  of  Forbes,  carried  on  Mr.  Mathew  Lumsden  his 
work  from  the  for«*aid  year  1580,  till  this  present  year  1667, 
wishing  that  addition  of  successive  generations  may  be  in  future 
ages,  so  long  as  it  shall  please  God  to  continue  this  familie. — ■ 
Though  it  be  the  work  of  some  men  who  are  self  lovers,  that  they 
cannot  sufficiently  crye  up  themselves,  unless  they  undervalue 
others,  yet  wee  are  possessed  with  no  such  spirite ; albeit  in  all 
ages  since  our  first  aryse,  wee  myght  compair  with  neighbours, 
for  greater  loyaltie  and  valour,  for  pietie,  (which  w^ee  think  truely 
enobleth  a familie)  witness  the  many  bishopes  and  doctors  att 
home,  and  renouned  divines  abroad.  Likeas  the  root  hath  ever 
done,  so  the  severall  brcanches  of  the  houss  thought  it  their 
j^reatest  honoifr  to  honour  God  in  their  generations.  As  to  ther 
Joyaltie,  it  was  never  yet  stained,  but  by  calumniators.  'One,  in 
;fhc  dayes  cf  King  James  the  Fyfth  ; the  Master  of  Forbes  was 
accused  of  treason,  for  which  he  loosed  his  head ; and  after  his 
death,  the  king  finding  that  he  was  falsly  accused  out  of  malise, 
i)y  his  enimies,  restored  his  successor  to  all  his  lands  and  honours 
to  the  full,  and  gave  him  some  more  lands  in  gift,  which  ye. 
Lord  Forbes  inherits  till  this  day : witness  Buchannan  and 
Drummond  ther  Cronicles.  As  for  ther  valour,  wee  need  no 
catologue,  the  histories  both  at  home  and  abroad  manifesting 
tlie  same  so  clearlie.  Because  Mr.  Mathew  Lumsden  hath  given 
US  no  certaintie  of  the  originall  of  the  sur-name  ©f  Forbes,  but 
referes  us  to  Mr.  Hector  Boyes,*  I will  not  take  upon  me  possi- 
bile  to  determine  the  thing,  only  I will  lay  down  beforyou  some 
old  traditions,  (how  true  I will  not  say)  which  we  have  from  our 
antecessors,  tymes  having  worn  out  all  certaintie,  and  let  the 
reader  judge  and  choise  qch.  of  ym.  he  thinks  most  authentick. 
Some  report  they  came  from  France,  and  yt.  in  one  shire  there 
are  fourscore  families  that  bear  the  Forbes’  arms.  Others  think 
that  these  families  descended  out  of  the  houss  of  Forbes.  Mr. 
Hector  Boyes,  in  his  14  book,  folio  50,  they  were  changed  from 
Boyes  to  Forbes,  for  the  slaughter  of  a beast.  It  seems  (as  the 
proverb  says)  he  was  desirous  to  be  of  kindred  to  great  men. 


• The  famous  Hector  Boethius  who  Mr.  W.  F.  thinks  was  am-* 
I'^’tious  of  being  of  his  clan. 
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This,  he  alleadges,  was  in  the  Bruce  days : but  this  narration  h 
clearlie  controlled  by  the  old  evidents  of  the  Lord  Forbes,  qch» 
were  revised  by  Mr.  John  Sheen,  his  Majestie’s  Clerk  Register, 
in  the  moneth  of  September  1593,  in  qch.  he  said  that  Alexan- 
der the  3d  King  of  Scotland,  in  the  23d  year  of  his  reigne,  which 
is  the  year  of  God  1272,  gave  and  disponed  to  Duncan  Lord 
Forbes  te7'7'as  el  tene77ie7xtim  de  Forbes,  and  ye.  writter  heerof  did 
see  a charter  given,  without  date,  by  Alexander  Earle  of  Buchan, 
to  Fergus  Loi*d  Forbes,  and  long  after  King  David  confirmed  a 
charter  granted  be  John  Lord  Forbes,  of  the  lands  of  Edinban- 
chorie  and  Craiglogie,  all  which  charters  doe  long  preceed  the 
first  mention  yt.  Mr.  Mathew  Lumsden  does  make  in  his  genea= 
logic. 

Likewise,  it  is  clearlie  at  pnt.  to  be  made  out  by  my  Lord 
Forbes  his  evidents,  that  from  the  year  1371  till  Flowdonne  in 
the  year  1513,  the  said  Lord  Forbes  had  the  whole  guiding  of  his 
Maj’ tie’s  affairs,  both  properties  and  causalities,  betwixt  theCairne 
of  Mounte  and  the  Bush  of  Kaitness,  as  the  severall  sealls,  sig. 

nets,  and  sub of  the  severall  Kings  and  Queens  doe  declares 

which  are  yet  extant;  as  likewayes  they  were  Shirreffs  of  Aber- 
deen, and  Baillies  to  the  Earle  of  Marr,  to  the  Bishopes  of  Sanct 
Andrews,  Breechen,  Aberdeen  and  Murray,  to  the  Abotes  of 
Lindores,  Abcrbrothick ; likewayes  they  were  hcretable  Colo- 
nells  of  the  shire  of  Aberdeen,  and  defenders  of  the  priviledges 
and  watters  of  Dee,  and  Don,  as  their  evidents  testifye,  so  that 
it  seems  they  have  been  verre  great. 

But  to  proceed  further  to  the  old  traditions  of  ther  aryse.— = 
Some  alleadge  that  they  came  from  Irland  with  the  great  Mc- 
Donald, who  married  one  of  the  King  of  Irland’s  daughters,  and 
she  did  bring  with  her  to  Scotland  threttie  of  the  chief  Peers* 
sons  belonging  to  yt.  King  of  qm.  descended  sc’all  great  families, 
such  as  the  Forbess’s,  and  Rose’s  of  Kilraik.  Others  alleadge 
that  the  Forbess’s  are  descended  of  the  great  Ochonochor  ; one 
who  was  ane  Lord  in  Irland,  he  being  a son  of  the  said  Ochon- 
ochor, came  to  Scotland  to  serve  the  King  of  Scotland  in  his 
wars,  wherfor  the  King  gave  to  him  the  castell  of  Urquhart  to 
keep,  with  ane  possession  yr’about,  and  the  said  Ochonochor 
going  to  bade  with  the  King,  was  killed,  leaving  behynd  him  his 
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V*  ite  with  chiekl,  who  therafter  went  to  Irlaml  to  her  husband’s 
li-einds,  and  was  ther  dely ver  of  a son,  called  Ochonochor,  which 
Ochonochor,  when  he  became  a man,  came  back  to  Scotland, 
and  asking  his  father’s  lands  from  the  King,  the  King  siievv  to 
him  that  he  hade  disponed  those  lands  to  the  kirk  and  oyrs. 
which  he  could  not  take  back  : hut  in  lew  of  them  the  King  gave 
him  the  lands  of  Logie,  on  Donside,  which  lands,  on  the  Lord 
Forbes’  ancient  evidents,  bounded  those  betwixt  Assach  and 
Massach,  Bogie  and  Don.  They  alleadged  that  this  Ochonochor, 
I.aird  of  Logie,  killed  a great  boare,  and  he  hade  three  sons,  who 
were  called  the  sons  of  him  yt.  killed  the  boar  or  the  beast,  so 
Forboar  or  Forbest,  and  by  contraction,  Forbes,  as  the  ancient 
monuments  passing  all  memorie,  except  traditione,  in  yt.  place 
Sestrfye  the  same  as  yet.  As  to  his  three  sons,  the  eldest,  called 
Ochonochor,  (they  alleadge)  built  the  houss  of  Diminour,  and 
dwelt  still  there  : the  second  son  weent  back  to  a pairt  of  his 
grandfather’s  ancient  possessons,  and  there  setled,  and  was  called 
•*Urquhart,  of  qm.  is  descended  the  Laird  of  Cromertie  and  the 
Urquharts : and  to  testifye  to  all  posteritie  that  they  descended 
of  him  that  killed  the  beast,  they  caused  erect  just  the  like  mo' 
siuments  at  the  castell  of  Urquhart,  as  is  lying  at  Logie,  which  is 
3^et  to  be  seen  there,  as  is  alleadged.  Ochonochor’s  third  son, 
called  Walter  Forbes,  went  to  Kaitness,  and  attended  the  Bish- 
ope  yrof.,  and  he  being  familiar  with  the  Bishop’s  daughter,  be- 
gate  her  wt.  child,  with  whom,  fearing  the  Bishope’s  wrath,  he 
fled  to  Strathnaver,  and  possessed  himself  of  the  twelve  da’ach 
and  land  of  Dromesos,  then  belonging  to  the  Bishope  : wher- 
iipon  the  Bishope,  raising  a number  of  men,  went  to  Strathna- 
ver, and  qrwt.  possessed  himself  againe  of  the  sds.  lands.  Wal- 
ter and  the  Bishope’s  daughter  being  fled,  left  behind  them  ther 
little  sone ; and  it  being  told  the  Bishope  that  the  child  was 
Ills  daughter’s,  begotten  by  Walter  Forbes,  the  Bishope  caused 
imraediatlie  fenss  the  court  in  name  of  the  child,  who  was  called 
John  Forbes,  of  whom  is  descended  the  houss  of  Mackay,  whp 
is  now  Lord  Rea,  as  the  Lord  Rea  his  old  evidents  doe  testifye, 
and  that  the  first  right  of  that  twelve  dauch  of  land  of  Driii’nes^, 


* The  arras  of  Urquhart  of  Cronigrtic  were  three  boars’  beads  guk^' 
pn  a field  or. 


does  flow  from  ye.  court  act  holden  by  the  Bishope  in  the 
child’s  name,  called  J.  Forbes. 

This  narra’ne  of  the  originall  of  the  houss  of  Mackay  the 
first  Lord  Rea,  did  relate  to  credable  gentlemen  who  related 
the  same  to  the  writer  heirof,  likewayes  I have  seen  ther  letters^ 
written  to  the  Lord  Forbes,  acknowledging  him  to  be  ther 
Chieff,  which  letters  are  in  William  Master  of  Forbes’  custodie, 
the  siibscriptionc  being  Macky,  alias  Forbes*  ; as  also  they  bear 
our  arras.  Reader  ! I doo  affirme  none  of  these  things  to  be 
of  truth,  (but  qt.  I have  seen  wt.  myne  own  eyes,  tyme  having 
worne  out  the  certaintie  of  tLe  first  aryse  of  our  name,  as  is 
above  said)  I only  relate  qt.  hath  been  related  to  us  by  our  pre- 
decessors, without  addition  or  diminution,  Furder,!  am  to  ad- 
vertise you,  that  although  all  the  Forbess’s  be  descended  of  one 
root,  to  witt,  of  the  Lor  d Forbes  his  houss,  that  I dare  not  here 
undertake  to  give  a particular  accompt  of  qt.  houss  everie  pri- 
vat  or  obscure  person  which  is  called  Forbes  is  descended, 
(tyme  having  worne  out  and  ob.  cured  the  liniage  of  many)  I 
being  tyed  only  to  prosecut  Mr.  Mathew  Lumsden  his  work, 
which  I suppose  I have  putt  to  some  better  methode,  not  alter- 
ing the  substance;  and  if  any  man  (having  better  informa’ne 
than  I)  shall  correct  or  enlarge  ys.  small  treatise,  it  shall  be 
heartilie  accepted  by 

A True  Honourer  of  tlm 
ancient  Familie.  W. 


^ Tha  arms  of  Mackay  are  the  same  as  of  Forbes,  with  the  additioa 
of  three  arms  armed  with  daggers  on  a cheveron  argent.  The  arms  of 
Forbes  are  three  boars’  heads  proper,  mnzzied,  on  a field  azure. 

It  is  certain  that  the  best  heralds  <illow  the  arms  to  be  the  best  evL 
dences  of  the  origins  of  families  and  of  their  descents^ 
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Since  so  it  is  that  everie  man  desires  particularlie  to  know,  (as 
writt  the  Philosophers)  so  my  Master,  John  Master  of  Forbes^ 
lias  laboured  at  me  with  great  instance  to  make  him  informa’ne 
and  knowledge  of  the  genealogie  and  surename  of  the  houss  of 
Forbes,  by  reason,  as  he  alleadges,  ther  is  dail  of  years  past  on 
me,  and  I being  willing  to  obey  his  request,  have  done  the  same 
as  I have  heard  and  learned,  that  is  to  say,  begining  at  the  first 
begining,  and  as  how  they  tooke  ther  surname,  from  the  slaugh- 
ter of  a beast,  I will  referr  it  to  that  most  cunning  Doctor,  Mr. 
Hector  Boyes,  holding  him  famous  and  authentick,  as  may  be 
seen  in  the  thretteent  book  of  his  Cronicles,  and  as  may  appear 
short  while  after,  in  the  Bruce  tyme.  The  field  of  Rossling  was 
stricken  by  Symen  Frase;*  and  John  Cumine,  and  that  this  geiv 
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Sr  John  Forbes 
wt.  ye  black  lip. 


Alexr.  Lord 
Porbes. 


fieman  called  Forbes  had  receaved  his  name  as  the  Cronicle 
bears:  some  succession  he  had,  albeit  they  were  not  many,  for 
that  tyme  was  but  short.  Within  threttife  years  and  less  ther- 
after,  the  field  of  Diplin  W'as  treasonablie  betrayed,  as  Mr.  Hec- 
tor Boyes  declares,  when  the  Earle  of  Marr,  with  the  rest  of  the 
gentilmen  of  the  North,  were  slaine ; and,  to  proceed  to  our 
purpose,  the  whole  surename  or  Forbes  was  iiilaiked ; I think 
thcr  was  not  many  be  process  of  time,  as  I have  said  befor  ; but 
by  the  Providence  of  God,  the  principall  that  w^as  Laird  of  Dri- 
minor,  had  a gentlewoman  to  his  wife,  with  bairne,  who  was  de- 
livered of  a son,  who  brucked  the  surnam,  and  non  other,  who 
being  brought  up  by  his  mother’s  comand  to  inanhood,  through 
his  vinous  deeds  was  made  Knight,  and  ‘was  called  Sr  John 
Forbes  wt.  the  black  lip,  by  a mark  he  had  on  his  face.  This 
Sr  John  Forbes,  befor  he  was  married,  had  three  base  sons ; and 
being  married  to  one  of  the  house  of  , he  hade  by  her 

four  sons ; the  name  of  the  oldest  was  Alexr.  thereafter  Lord  * 
the  name  of  the  second  was  William,  the  first  of  the  houss  of 
Pitsligo  : the  riame  of  the  third  was  John,  the  first  of  the  houss 
of  Tolquhon  : the  name  of  the  fourth  was  Alaster  came : who  was 
the  first  of  the  house  of  Brux.  The  names  of  the  three  before  he  was 
married,  Duncan,  predecessor  of  the  house  of  Auchintoull : the 
name  of  the  second,  Malcolm,  who  was  predecessor  to  Culquharies 
Auchan,  and  Argight  :the  name  of  the  third  w as  John,  called  John 
out  wt.  the  sword,  who  dyed  w’out  successione.  Of  each  of 
those  in  order,  and  first  of  Alexr.  Lord  Forbes  and  those  that 
succeeded  hini. 

This  Sr  Alexander  being  made  Knight,  and  eldest  son  of  the 
bretheren,  past  wt.  the  Earle  of  Marr  to  the  battel  ofLeidge,  in 
France ; and  after  his  home-coming  wt.  the  sd.  Earle,  through 
his  singular  manhood  and  honorable  acts  done  in  yt.  journey, 
was  made  Lord  Forbes,  and  yr’after  married  Dam  Elspet  Doug- 
las, daughter  to  the  Earl  Douglas ; she  bear  to  him  two  sons 
and  two  daughters : the  name  of  the  eldest  was  James,  ther- 
after  Lord  Forbes  : the  name  of  second  was  Mr.  John  Forbes, 
Provost  in  Sanct  Geill’s  kirk,  in  Edinburgh : his  two  daugh- 
ters, the  one  married  the  Laird  of  Fyvie,  and  the  other  on  the 
Laii’d  of  Drum,  and  aired  both  yr.  lands,  as  also  the  sd.  Lord 
Alexr. ; had  one  base  son  befor  marriage  (with  one  Stewartj 
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Tiamed  Sr  Richard  Forbes : had  no  succession,  save  sdme  privat 
men  about  Aberdeen,  such  as  John  Forbes ; and  Mr.  Richard 
had  no  successione. 

James  Lord  Forbes,  and  eldest  son  and  air  toAlexr.  Lord  Forbes, 
married  to  Dame  Geils  Keith,  daughter  to  the  Earle  Marischall, 
and  begat  on  her  three  sons,  William  Lord  Forbes,  alias  gray 
Willie;  Duncan  Forbes,  predecessor  of  the  houss  of  Cursenday, 
and  Patrick  Forbes,  predecessor  of  the  houss  of  Corss,  of  qm.  in 
order,  according  to  our  methode.  First  of  Wm.  Lord  Forbes. 

W'illiain  Lord  Forbes  married  on  Christian  Gordon,  daugiiter 
to  the  Earle  of  Huntley,  who  did  bear  to  him  Alexr.  Lord  For- 
bes, Arthur  Lord  Forbes,  and  John  Lord  Forbes,  of  wdiom  in 
order.  And  first  of 

Alez,  Lord  Forbes,  cUest  son  to  gray  Willie,  who  married 
Boyd,  daughter  to  the  Lord  Boyd,  ami  sister  daughter 
to  King  James  the  5d,  who  had  no  bairns  to  the  sd.  Lord  Alex- 
ander, and  after  his  deceass  was  married  to  the  Earl  of  Cassles. 

Him  succeeded  Arthur  Lord  Forbes  his  second  brother,  who 
married  Dame  Katharine  Lyon,  daughter  to  the  Lord  Glames, 
who  died  likewayes  wt’out  successione. 

Next  to  him  succeeded  John  Lord  Forbes,  the  third  brother, 
gray  Willie’s  youngest  son,  who  married  Dame  Katharine  Stew- 
art, daughter  to  Earle  John  of  Atholl,  who  bear  to  him  James 
Master  of  Forbes,  wdio  died  unmarried,  whilk  was  a great  pitie 
and  dolor  to  them  yt.  knew  him ; and  a daughter  called  Elspet, 
who  was  married  on  the  Laird  of  Grant,  and  his  Ladie  departed 
but  further  succession  : and  after  her  death,  the  sd.  Lord  John 
married  Dame  Christian  Lundie,  daughter  to  Sr  John  Lundie 
of  that  ilk,  and  got  on  her  diverss  bairnes,  viz.  they  yt.  came  to 
perfectione,  John  Master  of  Forbes,  Mr.  AI.  Forbes,  parson  of 
Forbes,  William  Lord  Forbes,  Margaret  Forbes  Lady  of  Muchell, 
Elizabeth  Forbes  Ladie  of  Troup,  and  Marjerlp  Foi  bes  T.adie  of 
Brux  ; also  the  sd.  John  T,ord  Forbes  had  ane  oy'r.  daughter, 
called  Annapell  Forbes,  which  he  begat  on  ane  gentlewoman 
called  Helen  Rutherfoord,  which  Annapell  was  married  to  Mr, 
Mathew  Liimsden,  compyler  of  this  treatise. 


James  Lord 
Forbes, 


William  Lord 
Forbes. 


Alexander  Lord 
Forbes. 


Arthur  Lord 
Forbes. 


John  Lord  For= 
bes. 


12 


John  Mr.  of 
Forbes. 


Williani  Lord 
Forbes, 


John  Lord  Fon 


John  Mr.  of  Forbes,  sone  to  John  Lord  Forbes,  with  Daiile 
Christian  Lundie,  married  Elizabeth  Lyon,  daughter  to  the  Lord 
Glumes,  who  w^as  falsly  murdered  in  Edr.  as  is  notablie  knowen, 
(says  Mr.  Lumsden)  and  departed  but  furder  succession.  Mr. 
Alexr.  Forbes,  his  brother  departed  ys.  life  but  successione,  that 
the  living  came  by  just  title  to  the  youngest  of  the  three ; that  is 
to  say,  to  William  Lord  Forbes,  whom  the  King’s  Maj’tie  (tak- 
ing certain  knowledge  of  the  injustice  of  the  foresaid  sentence) 
v.  as  gratiouslie  pleased  to  restore  to  his  father’s  brother’s  estate. 

After  the  deceass  of  Dam  Christian  Lundie,  the  foresd.  John 
Lord  Forbes  married  Dam  Elizabeth  Darles,ane  EnglishLadie,who 
was  relict  of  Alexr.  Lord  Elphinstone,  w ho  bear  to  the  sd.  Lord 
John,  children  that  came  to  perfectione — Arthur  Forbes  of  Put- 
ashie,  called  black  Arthur,  and  Dame  Jean  Forbes,  Countess 
of  Arhole,  who,  after  the  sds.  Lord’s  deceass,  married  ye  Lamd 
of  Delgatie,  and  after  his  deceass,  married  the  Lord  Balquhamie, 
and  aired  her  land. 

William  Lord  Forbes,  son  to  the  loresd.  John  Lord  Forbes, 
married  Dame  Elizabeth  Keith,  one  of  the  two  heiress’s  of  In- 
verugie,  the  Earle  Marischal  marrieing  the  eldest,  and  got  ye 
greatest  pairt  of  the  estate,  with  qch.  Dame  Elizabeth  did  bear 
to  the  sd.  Win.  Lord  Forbes,  John  Lord  Forbes,  Wm.  Forbes 
of  Fodderless  and  Logie  and  Fintrey,  James  Forbes  of  Lethuthie, 
Robert  Forbes,  pryor  of  Monymusk,  Mr.  Arthur  Forbes,  and 
Abraham  Forbes  of  Blacktoune,  of  whom  in  ther  own  place,  and 
the  sd  Lord  Wm.  begat  on  tiie  sd.  Dame  Elizabeth  Keith  daugh- 
ters, the  eldest,  called  Jean,  married  on  the  Lord  Ogilvie ; the 
second,  called  Elizabeth,  married  on  the  Lord  Sinclair;  the 
third,  called  Isobeli,  married  on  the  Laird  ofPitlurg;’  the  fourth, 
called  Ciiristian,  married  on  the  Laird  of  Caskieben ; the  fyft, 
called  Katharine,  married  on  the  Laird  of  Grant ; the  sext,  cal- 
led Margaret,  iiuirried  on  the  Laird  of  May  Sinclair ; the  seventh, 
called  Barbara,  married  on  the  Luird  of  Aerdes;  the  eight,  cal- 
led Nima,  married  on  Sr  John  Seatoune  of  Barness. 

. John  Lord  Forbes  married  Dame  Margaret  Gordon,  daugh- 
ter to  George  Earle  of  Huntley,  and  begat  on  her  two  sons  and 
three  daughters.  The  two  sons  went  to  France,  and  died  wt’out 
successione.  The  names  of  the  three  daughters  were,  Jean  La- 


13 


die  Ernside ; the  second,  Isobel,  dyed  unmarried ; the  3d  daugh- 
ter, Margaret  Ladie  Dumbeth.  Therafter  the  sd.  John  Lord 
Forbes  married  Dame  Janet  Seatoune,  daughter  to  the  Lord 
Touch,  who  did  bear  to  him  Arthur  Lord  Forbes,  and  David 
Forbes,  who  dyed  v/t’out  succession,  and  Katharine  Forbes 
Ladie  llothiemay ; he  had  also  oy’r.  two  sons  begotten  by  him 
betwixt  his  marriages — James  Forbes,  called  James  of  Tallraads, 
and  Arthur  Forbes,  of  whom  in  their  own  place. 

Arthur  Lord  Forbes  married  Dame  Jean  Elphinstone,  daugh-  j 

ter  to  the  Lord  Elphinstone,  who  did  bear  to  him  Alexr.  Lord  Forbes, 
Forbes,  and  Livetenant  Collonel  John  Forbes,  Collonel  Win. 

Forbes,  Governour  of  Stadt,  Captain  Arthur  Forbes,  and  Cap- 
tain James  Forbes,  all  qch.  dyed  in  German  wars  without  kno wen 
successione ; also,  he  had  three  daughters — Barbara  Countess  of 
Seaforth,  Anna  Ladie  Edit,  Elizabeth  Ladie  Skeen,  also  he  had 
a base  son  called  Major  John  Forbes,  who  dyed  also  in  the  Ger- 
man wars  without  any  knowen  successione. 

Alexr.  Lord  Forbes  married  Dame  Anna  Forbes,  sister  to  the  Lord 
Lord  Fitsligo,  who  did  bear  to  him  Wm.liow  Master  of  Forbes,  Forbes, 
and  to  his  second  Ladie  he  married  Elizabeth  Forbes,  daughter 
to  the  Laird  of  Rires,  who  did  bear  to  him  bcarnes,  who  bear 
witness  themselves. 

Thus  having  spoken  of  the  right  line  of  James  Lord  Forbes, 
now  follows  to  declair  of  the  liouss  of  the  coliaterall  line  of  the 
£d.  James  Lord  Forbes. 

As  forraerlie  wee  spoke,  Alexr.  Lord  Forbes  begat  James 
Lord  Forbes  ; James  Lord  Forbes  married  the  Earle  Marischall 
his  daughter,  who  did  bear  to  him  three  sons — Wm.  Lord  Forbes, 
alias  gray  Willie,  Duncan  Forbes,  predecessor  of  the  houss  of 
Corsendae,  and  Sr  Patrick  Forbes,  the  first  of  the  houss  of  Corss, 

Wm.  Lord  Forbes,  spoken  of  alreadie.  Now  folloives  to  be 
spoken  of  his  second  brother  Duncan  Forbes. 

Duncan  Forbes  married  Christian  Mercer,  daughter  to  the 
provost  of  St.  Johnstone  and  Laird  of  Ballar,  who  did  bear  to 
him  Wm.  Forbes  of  Corsendae ; William  Forbes  of  Corsendae  ^ 
did  beget  upon  a gentlewoman,  daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Mel- 
drum,  one  Alexr.  Forbes,  which  Alexr.  married  Beggs  Arthur, 
daughter  to  John  Arthur  burges  in  Aberdeen,  who  did  bear  to 
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him  Duncan  Forbes,  John  Forbes,  Walter  Forbes,  and  Wm. 
Forbes,  of  whose  succession  we  know  non  at  present  living,  save 
Robert  Forbes  of  Robslaw,  descended  of  the  sd.  John  Forbes, 

William  Forbes  called  the  Boy  ; the  forsd.  William  Forbes  of  Corsendae  married 
Margaret  Lumsden,  daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Cullon,  and  relict 
of  the  Laird  of  Caskieben,  who  did  bear  to  him  James  Forbes  of 
Corsendae,  Mr.  Duncan  Forbes  of  Monymusk,  Patrick  Forbes  of 
Karmucks,  John  Forbes  of  Balfluig,  and  Whn.  Forbes  of  New- 
hils,  of  whom  in  ther  own  places ; also  she  did  bear  to  him  two 
daughters — the  one  married  on  the  Laird  of  Skeen,  the  oyr. 
on  Gilbert  Johnston  of  Standingstones. 

James  Forbes  James  F'orbes  of  Corsendae  married  Janet  Gordon,  daughter 
to  the  Laird  of  Craigie  of  Auchindow,  who  did  bear  to  him  Wm. 
Forbes  of  Corsendae. 

William  Forbes  William  Forbes  of  Corsendae  married  Janet  Forbes,  daughter 
to  the  Laird  ofTolquhon,  who  did  bear  to  him  James  Forbes 
of  Corsendae,  and  Mr.  Wm.  Forbes;  and  for  hrevitie’s  sake,  wee 
doe  here  remember  that  the  sd.  Mr  Wm.  went  to  Sweden,  and 
in  Findland  married  ane  gentlewoman,  who  did  bear  to  him  Col- 
lonels  Mathias  and  Arthur  Forbess’s,  whose  posteritie  as  yet  is 
gi-eat  in  Sweden,  both  at  Court  and  in  field. 

James  Forbes.  James  Forbes  married  Mortimer,  daughter  to  the  Laird. 

of  Cragievar,  who  did  hear  to  him  Wm.  Forbes  of  Corsendae. 
Of  John  Forbes,  Mr.  James  and  Mr.  Alexr.  wee  know  no  suc- 
cession in  Scotland  save  Mr.  James  hath  two  sons  in  France  ; 
she  also  did  bear  to  him  Forbes,  married  to  Gideon, Keith; 
Janet  Forbes,  his  eldest  daughter,  married  on  Duncan  Forbes, 
Provost  of  Inverness;  and  Isohcl  Forbes  married  to  Rot.  Forbes 
of  Milhuie ; and  Margaret  Forbes  married  on  Mr.  John  Annand, 
Minister  of  Inverness. 

■William  Forbes  William  Forbes  of  Corsendae  married  Fraser,  daughter 

to  the  L.  of  Strciclien,  who  did  bear  to  him  James,  W^m.  and 
Alexr.  Forbess’s,  whose  succession  we  know  not,  and  Mr  Tho- 
mas Forbes,  who  must  be  a bastard.  Minister  of  Keig,  who  bears 
witness  also.  He  had  three  daughters— one  married  to  James 
F'orbes,  son  to  Logie,  and  aqr.  married  Captain  Thomas  Forbes 
of  Monymusk’s  second  son  i)a',  id ; the  third  to  Alexr.  Caddell. 
second  son  to  aftenmk 
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Mr.  Duncan  Forbes  of  Monymusk,  second  sdn  to  Wni.  For- 
bes of  Corsendae,  married  Agnes  Gray,  daughter  to  Wiilian? 
Gray,  baillie  in  Abd.  \Vho  was  ane  English  woman,  who  did 
bear  to  him  Wm.  Frobes  of  Monymusk,  John  Forbes  of  Camp- 
bell, Mr.  Duncan  Frobes  of  Lethinve,  and  3 daughters — the 
eldest,  Isobell  Ladie  Muchells,  the  2d  Elizabeth  Ladie  Towie, 
first,  and  yr’after  Ladie  Glenbuidie,  the  3d,  Ladie  Udnie. 

Wm,  Forbes  of  Monymusk  married  Margaret  Douglas,  daugh- 
ter to  the  Earle  of  Angus,  who  did  beai'  to  him  Sir  Wra.  Forbes 
of  Monymusk  ; John  Forbes  of  Leslie,  and  Mr.  James  Forbes  of 
Haughton,  and  Alex,  and  Rot.  Forbess’s,  who  dyed  without  is- 
sue : also  she  bear  three  daughters — Isobell  Ladie  Newtoune^ 
Elspet  Ladie  Karnuicks  Kenidie,  and  Margaret  Forbes,  married 
to  Alex.  Dunbar  of  Kilbligakic. 

Sir  William  Forbes  of  Monymusk  married  Elizabeth  Wishart, 
daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Pitterro,  qo.  did  bear  to  him  Sr  Wm. 
Forbes  of  Monymusk,  Rot.  Forbes  of  Barns,  and  Alex.  Forbes 
ef  Aberswithark,  with  3 daughters : Jean  married  to  Mr.  Alex. 
Lunan,  parson  of  Monymusk ; Isobell  married  to  John  Forbes 
©f  Asloune  ; Anna  dyed  young. 

Sr  Wm  . Forbes  of  Monymusk  married  Jean  Burnet  daughter 
to  Sir  Thomas  Burnet  of  Leys,  who  did  bear  to  him  Sr  John 
Forbes,  and  Janet  Forbes  married  to  Mr.  George  Riccard  of 
Auchnacairt. 

Sr  John  Forbes  of  Monymusk  married  Margaret  Arburthnot^ 
daughter  to  the  Viscount  of  Arburthnptj  who  bear  witness  ym’- 
selves. 

Robert  Forbes  of  Barne  married  Jean  Forbes,  daughter  to 
John  Forbes  of  Corsendae  (sometyme  in  Balfluge)  who  did  bear 
to  him  Jean  Forbes,  who  was  married  to  Alex.  Forbes  of 
and  Anna  Forbes,  who  was  married  to  Rot.  Burnet  of  Comtes, 
walls  or  Lethintie. 

Alex.  Forbes  of  Abersuthark  married  Chern,  daughter 

to  Pitfishie,  who  had  to  him  barns  who  bear  witness  themselves. 

John  Forbes  of  Leslie,  second  son  to  Wm.  Forbes  of  Mony- 
musk, married  to  his  first  wife  Anna  Leslie,  daughter  to  the 
Lindores,  who  did  bear  to  him  Wm.  Forbes  of  Leslie ; and  to  his 
second  wife  he  m.arried  Margaret  Skeen,  daughter  to  the  Laird 
of  Skeeu;  who  did  beajr  to>  him  John  Forbes  of  Balfluge?  tmd 
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Wm.  Forbes  of 
Leslie. 


John  Forbes  of 
Balfluge. 


Alex.  Forbes  of 
Auchinhatnpcr. 


i\Ir.  James  For- 
bes of  Haugh- 
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Alex.  Forbes  of  Auchinhamper,  and  Margaret  Forbes  Lady  F<<?, 
veran  ; he  had  also  a base  son,  Wm.  Forbes. 

William  Forbes  of  Leslie  married  Janet  Southerland,  sister  t© 
the  Lord  DiifFes,  who  bear  to  him  John  Forbes  of  Leslie,  who 
married  Helen  Scot,  daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Ardross,  and  Jean 
Forbes  Lady  Hattoune  Meldrum  ; the  rest  of  the  children,  being 
young,  bear  witness  themselves. 

John  Forbes  of  Balfluge  married  Anne  Forbes,  daughter  to 
the  Laird  of  Boyndly,  whose  bairns  bear  witness  themselves : 
^and  to  his  second  wife,  Christian  Forbes,  daughter  to  the  Lord 
Forbes;  Alexander  Forbes  of  Auchinhamper  married  Anne 
Seatone,  daughter  to  Wm.  Seatone  of  Minues,  whose  bairns 
bear  witness  themselves : William  Forbes,  base  son  to  John 
Forbes  of  Leslie,  married  Elizabeth  Keith,  whose  bairns  bear 
witness  themselves. 

Mr.  James  Forbes  of  Haughton,  youngest  son  to  Wm.  Forbes 
of  Monymusk,  married  Margaret  Buchan,  daughter  to  the  Laird 
of  Auchmacoy,  who  did  bear  to.  him  Wm.,  John,  and  Alexr. 
Forbesses  of  Haughton,  and  George  Forbes ; all  ther  succession 
unknown,  save  Alex.  Forbes,  who  married  Logie,  daughter 
to  Wm.  Logie  of  Bogheads,  whose  bairns  bear  witness  them- 
selves. 


Thus  having  spoken  of  the  succession  of  Wm.  Forbes 
of  Monymusk,  eldest  son  to  Mr.  Duncan  Forbes  of 
IMonymusk,  in  the  next  place  followes  to  speake  of 
John  Forbes  of  Campbell,  second  son  to  the  sd.  Mr. 
Duncan. 

Campbell.  John  Forbes  of  Campbell  married  Jean  Skeen,  daughter  to 

the  Laird  of  Skeen,  wdio  did  bear  to  him  Duncan  Forbes  of 
Campbell,  Agnes  Forbes,  who  married  James  Forbes  of  Tolmads, 
' and  Isobell  Forbes,  who  married  Andrew  Birnie,  biirges  iti  Abd. 
Jean  Forbes,  who  married  Livetenant  Collonell  Findlay  Farqr- 
son ; Marjorie  Forbes,  who  married  Arthur  Forbes  of  Tolmads. 

Duncan  Forbes  of  Campbell  married  Elizabeth  Forbes,  daugh- 
Duncan  Forbes,  Laird  of  Corss,  who  did  bear  to  him  Captain  Patrick 

Forbes,  who  dyed  without  issue;  Wm.  Forbes  of  Campbell  and 
Mr,  John  Forbes,  Professor  of  Pivinitie  in  Abd. 
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\Vm.  Forbes  of  Campbell  married  Elizabeth  Forbes,  daughter  Wm.  Forbess 
to  Mr.  John  Forbes,  parson  of  Kincardine,  whose  bairns  bear 
w'itnes. 

Mr.  John  Forbes  married  Margaret  Forbes,  daughter  to  the  Mr.  John  For- 
sd.  Mr.  John  Forbes,  parson  of  Kincardine,  whose  bairns  bear 
witnes  themselves.  Also  the  sd.  Duncan  Forbes  of  Campbell 
had  with  his  forsd.  wife  Elizabeth  Forbes,  six  daughters,  viz, 

Agnes  Forbes,  married  to  Capt.  Pak.  Murray  of  Auchinhuife; 

Margaret,  married  to  John  Ker  of  Colquish  j'Isobell,  married  to 
Thomas  Forbes  of  Saplinbrae;  Jean  Forbes  to  Thomas  Hender- 
son, son  to  old  Colonel  Henderson  j Janet,  married  to  John  Du- 
gal  of  Tulloch,  and  Marjorie,  married  to  Mr.  John  Dollas,  parson 
of  Tanne. 


Thus  having  spoken  of  John  Forbes  of  Campbell,  2d 
son  to  Mr.  Duncan  Forbes  of  Monymusk,  follows 
to  speake  of  his  third  son  Mr.  Duncan  Forbes  of  Le- 
thentie. 

Mr.  Duncan  Forbes  of  Lethentie  married  Margaret  Johnston,  Lethenlie, 
relict  of  the  Laird  of  Skeen,  and  daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Cas- 
kieben,  who  did  bear  to  him  John  Forbes,  sometyme  in  Lethin- 
tie,  and  Captain  Duncan  Forbes,  who  dyed  wt’out  succession, 
and  Isobell  Forbes  Ladie  Brux. 

John  Forbes,  sometyme  in  Lcthintie,  married  Marjorie  Fer- 
gusone,  daughter  to  James  Ferguson,  burges  in  Abd.  who  did 
bear  to  him  Captain  Patj  Forbes,  who  dyed  without  succes- 
sion, John  and  Duncan  Forbesses,  qt.  are  yet  unmarried,  and 
four  daughters,  Agnes,  who  married  Alex.  Forbes  of  Easternug- 
bie,  Marjorie,  who  married  Mr.  Adam  Barclay,  min.  at  Towie, 
and  Burbaiu  and  Jonn,  who  are  yet  uxiuiarried. 


Thus  having  spoken  of  Mr.  Duncan  Forbes  of  Monymusk, 
second  son  to  Wm.  Forbes  of  Corsendae,  in  the  next 
place  folio wes  to  speake  of  Patrick  Forbes,  his  third 
son. 

Patrick  Forbes  married  Janet  Gordon,  daughter  to  the  Laird 
^>f  Cocklarachie,  who  did  bear  to  him  Alex,  Forbes,  bailie  w 
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Abel. ; also  be  inanlecl  Bessie  Lawsone,  daughter  to  Andrew 
Lawsone,  burges  in  Abd.  who  did  bear  to  him  George  Forbes  of 
Kenmicks,  Ilcnrie,  Rot.  and  Wm.  Forbesses : of  tlie  posteritie 
of  Henric  and  AVm,  wee  know  nothing  extant;  but  the  sd, 
George  Forbes  of  Kermucks  begat  one  called  Pat.  Forbes,  which 
Pat.  had  a son  called  Malcome  Forbes,  who  wxnt  to  Kent  in 
England,  and  made  a good  purchase  yr. 

Alex.  Forbes,  eldest  son  to  ye  sd.  Patrick  Forbes,  was  bailie 
in  Abd.  and  married  Marjorie  Cullen,  daughter  to  Provost  Alex. 
Cullen,  yt.  who  did  bear  to  him  Thomas  Forbes,  baillie  in  Abd. 
and  sc’ all  other  sons  and  diverss  daughters,  whose  succession  wee 
pass  by.  The  forsd.  Thomas  Forbes  married  Isobell  Lorimer, 
daughter  to  Lorhner,  burges  in  Abd,  who  did  bear  to 

him  Wm.  and  Mr.  Alex.  Forbess,  who  was  minister  in  England, 
The  sd.  Wm.  Forbes,  called  Wm.  of  Collen,  married 
Miirison,  sister  to  provost  George  Murison,  who  did  bear  to  him 
doctor  Forbes,  and  Mr.  Rod.  Forbes,  regent  in  the  eolledge  of 
Aberdeen,  who  bear  wdtness  themselves : he  had  also  two  daugh» 
ters,  ane  married  on  baillie  Rot.  Forbes  of  RobsIaw',and  another 
married  on  Gilbert  Skeen  of  Dyce, 

Thus  having  spoken  of  Patrick  Forbes,  third  son  to  Mr, 
Wm.  Forbes  of  Corsendae,  folio wes  to  speake  of  bis 
fourth  son,  Mr.  John  Forbes  of  Balfluige. 

John  Forbes  of  Balfluig  married  Janet  Forbes,  daughter  to  the 
Laird  of  Brux,  who  did  bear  to  him  Wm.  Forbes  of  Balfluig, 
and  Rot.  Forbes,  called  the  old  man,  married  Garroch, 

daughter  to  Kinstair,  who  did  bear  to  him  Wm.  Rot.  and  John 
Forbesses : the  sd.  Wm,  Forbes  married  Forbes,  who  did 

Irear  to  him  T.ivetenant  James  Forbes,  whose  bairns  bear  witnes. 
Rot.  Forbes  his  bairns  bear  witnes  themselves : John  Forbes  mar- 
ried Johnston,  daughter  to  Mr.  Thomas  Johnston,  and 

begat  Robert  Forbes,  burges  in  Abd.  Tlie  sd.  John  Forbes  of 
Balfluig  married  to  his  second  wife  Margaret  Muir,  who  did  bear 
to  him  Pat.  Forbes,  burges  in  Edr.;  Janet  Forbes  married  to 
Mr.  John  Innes,  or  Rutherfoord,  minister  of  Marnakirk. 

The  sd,  Wm,  Forbes  of  Balfluig,  son  to  John  Forbes  of  Ba!- 
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iJuig,  married  Margaret  Coiitts,  daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Auchi. 
erfoull,  who  did  bear  to  him  John  Forbes  of  Balfluig,  Wm.  and 
Alex.  Forbesses,  of  qch  two  ther  succession  is  litle  knowen  : his 
fourth  son  was  James  Forbes,  called  James  of  Cloak,  which 
James  married  Strauchen,  daughter  to  the  parson  of 

Kincardine,  who  did  bear  to  him  Thomas  Forbes,  and  diverss 
other  bairns,  who  bear  witnes  ymselves  : also,  by  his  first  wife, 
Asloune  Caddel’s  daughter,  he  had  Mr.  Rot.  Forbes,  minister  at 
Col stein,  with  diverss  daughters. 

The  sd.  John  Forbes  of  Balfluig,  did  make  and  excambion  with 
the  Lord  Forbes,  betwixt  Balfluig  and  Corsendae,  the  lands  of 
Corsendae, falling  in  the  Lord  Forbes*  hands;  so  that  the  houss 
of  Corsendae,  descended  in  the  right  line,  did  fall  in  the  hands 
of  John  Forbes  of  Balfluig,  who  was  a grand  child  to  the  fourth 
brother  of  Corsendae ; so  yt.  henceforth  wee  call  him  John  For- 
bes of  Corsendae. 

John  Forbps^  now  of  Corsendae,  married  Fraser, 

daughter  to  the  Laird  ofDuiTes,  who  did  bear  to  him  Wm.  For- 
bes of  Corsendae,  Major  Francis  Forbes,  yt.  married  Dammahoy 
Ladie  Binnie,  John  Forbes,  now  of  Asloune,  Mr.  Alex.  Forbes, 
Forbes,  and  Arthur  Forbes  of  Boindlie,  and  Tho.  Forbes, 
qo.  dyed  without  l»&ue,  and  James  Forbes,  qose  bairns  bear  wit- 
nes themselves. 

Wm.  Forbes  of  Corsendae  married  Katharin  Bannerman, 
daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Elsick,  who  did  bear  to  him  Alex,  and 
Arthur  Forbass,  with  diverss  oyr.  bairns,  who  bear  witness 
ymselves;  also  his  eldest  daughter  married  the  Laird  of  Kincrah 
gie  Leslie,  and  his  second  daughter  married  Mr.  James  Gordon, 
xniiir.  at  Alfoord. 

John  Forbes,  now  of  Asloune,  son  to  the  sd,  John  Forbes  of 
Corsendae,  married  Elizabeth  Forbes,  daughter  to  the  Laird  of 
Monymusk,  qose  bairns  bear  witnes  themselves:  also,  the  sd 
John  Forbes  of  Corsendae  married  Elizabeth  Forbes;  had  three 
daughters ; the  eldest,  Jean,  married  on  Robert  Forbes  of  Barns, 
tutor  of  Monymusk ; the  2d  married  Mr.  Alexander  Ross,  par* 
4on  of  Monywu&k  j and  the  third  raarried  to  Walter  Fo-vbo? 
Blacktoune. 
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Thus  having  spoken  of  John  Forbes  of  Balfluig,  who  W’as 
fourth  son  to  Win.  Forbes  of  Corsendae,  rests  now  to 
be  spoken  of  Wm.  Forbes  of  Corsendae  his  fyfth  and 
youngest  son  Win.  Forbes. 

Wm.  Forbes  of  Newhills  married  a daughter  of  Alex.  Tiiiie- 
dalF’s,  who  did  bear  to  him  Henrie  Forbes  ot  Newhills,  which 
Henrie  married  King,  w'ho  did  bear  to  him  Andrew  For- 

bes of  Newhills,  and  Alex.  Forbes,  with  diverss  daughters;  the 
bairns  of  the  sd.  Andrew  and  Alex,  of  Auchintoull,  bear  witnc.s 
themselves, 

Tlius  having  spoken  of  Duncan  Forbes,  second  brother  to 
gray  Wiiiie>  in  the  next  place  followes  to  be  spoken  of 
Patrick  Forbes  of  Corss,  third  brother  to  Wm.  Lord 
Forbes,  railed  gray  Willie."^ 

Patrick  Forbes  of  Corss  had  by  his  wife  a son,  whose  name  was 
David  Forbes  of  Corss,  called  David  traill,  the  one  a gallant 
man ; David  Forbes  of  Corss  married  Elizabeth  Panter,  sister  to 
Mr.  Patrick  Panter  of  Newmanswells,  at  Montrosse,  who  did 
bear  to  him  Patrick  Forbes  of  Corss. 

Patrick  Forbes  of  Corss  married  Marjorie  Lumsden,  daughter 
to  Rot.  Lumsden  of  Maidler  Cushnie,  who  did  bear  to  him  Wm. 
Forbes  of  Corss,  Patrick  Forbes  of  Bathnie,  Mr.  John  and  Mr, 
Arthur  Forbesses,  with  fyve  daughters ; the  eldest  married  the 
Laird  of  Kinstair;  the  2d  the  L.  of  Belhe  Irvine ; the  ,3d  Wal- 
ter Curor  of  Inshdruor;  the  4th  Walter  Barclay  of  Drurndelgiej[ 
the  5th  married  Whithaugh  Leith, 


* These  subriquets,  or  nicknames,  were  very  frequent  of  old of 
the  kings  of  France  we  have  the  Bald,  the  Simple,  the  Bold,  the  Ham- 
mer, the  Stutterer,  the  Fair,  the  Fat,  &c.  Ot  the  English  Kings,  the 
Red,  the  Clerk,  the  Lion-hearted,  Lackland,  Longshanks,  Crouch> 
back,  &c.  &c. 
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Wm.  Forbes  oF  Corss,  son  to  the  sd.  Patrick,  married  Eliza- 
beth Strauchine,  daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Gharntoimne,  who 
did  bear  to  liim  Patrick  Forbes  of  Corss,  Bishop  of  Abd.  Mr, 
Wm.  Forbes  of  Craigievarr,  Mr.  John  Forbes,  minister  at  Delph, 
in  Holland,  Captain  Alex.  Forbes,  who  d3^ed  without  succession, 
James  Forbes  of  Knockonoch,  Sir  Arthur  Forbes  of  Castel  For- 
bes, in  Ireland,  Rot.  Forbes,  who  dyed  without  succession,  with 
fyve  daughters — the  eldest,  Margaret,  married  to  the  Laird  of 
Thaiiistone ; the  2d,  Agnes,  married  the  pryor  of  Monymusk  ; 
the  3d  to  John  Farquhar'of  Noram  j the  4th,  Elizabeth,  married 
Duncan  Forbes  of  Campbell ; the  5th  married  Alex.  Ogilvie  of 
Mildarie. 

Patrick  Forbes  of  Bithnie,  second  son  to  Pat.  Forbes  of  Corss, 
married  Elizabeth  Forbes,  daughter  to  Duncan  Forbes  of  Coults, 
heretrix  yrof,  who  did  bear  to  him  Duncan  Forbes  of  Bithnie, 
and  Capt.  John  Forbes  of  Newdiaven,  in  France ; also  he  had 
diverss  daughters  j the  eldest  married  to  Thomas  Elphinston  | 
and  oyr.  married  on  Alaster  Farqrson,  and  by  a second  marriage 
he  had  Mr.  Win.  Forbes  of  Tilliegreg,  parson  of  Mortloch. 

Duncan  Forbes  of  Bethnie  married  Elspet  Forbes,  daugbi^er  to 
theLaird  of  Barne,  who  did  bear  to  him  Mr.  George  Forbes,  with 
some  daughters,  who  bear  witness  themselves.  As  for  the  sue- 
cessione  of  Mr.  John  Forbes,  and  Mr.  Arthur,  youngest  sons  to 
Pat.  Forbes  of  Corss,  wee  know  non  living,  save  a daughter  of 
Mr.  Arthur’s,  who  was  married  on  Mr.  V/m.  Forbes,  minr.  at 
I'rasersburgh. 

In  the  next  place  followes  to  speake  of  the  successione 
of  Patrick  Forbes  of  Corss,  byshop  of  Abd  Mr.  Wm, 
Forbes  of  Craigievar,  Mr.  John  Forbes,  minister  at 
Delph,  Mr.  James  Forbes  of  Knockonoch,  and  of  Sr 
Arthur  Forbes. 


Patrick  Forbes  of  Corss,  bishop  of  Abd.  married  Lucrccfi 
Bpence,  daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Morristown,  who  did  bear  to 
him  Wm.  Forbes  of  Corss,  who  married  ye  Laird  ot  Fo  veren’s 
sister,  and  dyed  without  successione;  and  to  h’s  second  son,  Mr. 
John  Forbes,  professor  of  divinitie  Abd,  wbe  his 
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brother  Vvhn.  and  so  became  Laird  of  Corss,  and  Rot.  Forbes, 
whose  bairnes  bear  witnes  themselves;  also  he  had  two  daugh- 
ters, one  married  to  the  Laird  of  Kinstair,  andoyr.  on  the  Laird 
of  Beihe  Irvine. 

Mr.  John  Forbes  of  Corss  married  ane  Dutch  woman,  who 
did  bear  to  him  George  Forbes  of  Corss. 

George  Forbes  of  Corss  married  Kenidie,  daughter  to 

the  Laird  of  Kermucks,  qose  bairns  bear  witnes  themselves. 

Mr.  John  Forbes  of  Craigievar,  second  brother  to  Patrick 
Forbes  of  Corss,  married  Margaret  Edward,  daughter  to  the 
provost  of  Edr.  who  did  bear  to  him  Sir  Wrn.  Forbes  of  Craigie- 
varr,  Kot.  Forbes  of  Newtoune,  called  tutor  of  Craigievarr,  Mr. 
John  Forbes,  parson  of  Kincardine,  and  Captain  James  Forbes, 
Vth  three  daughters — one  married  to  the  Laird  of  Kermucks 
Kenidie,  ane  oyr.  on  Sr  Andrew  Skeen  of  Kalyeards ; the  5d 
married  on  Sr  John  Strauchine. 

Sir  Wm.  Forbes  of  Craigievarr  married  Bethea  Murray,  daugh- 
ter to  the  Laird  of  Blackbarronie,  who  did  bear  to  him  Sr  Jolni 
Forbes  of  Craigievarr,  Wm.  Forbes,  with  three  daughters — the 
eldest  married  to  Mr.  John  Menzies»  professor  of  divinitie  in 
Abd. : the  2d  on  Mr.  Rot.  Petrie,  provost  of  Abd. ; the  foresd. 
IVm.  and  the  oyr.  daughter  are  yet  unmarried. 

Sr  John  Forbes  of  Craigievarr  married  Margaret  Young, 
daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Seaton  Young,  whose  bairns  bear  wit* 
Kes. 

Kot.  Forbes  of  Neutoune,  tutor  of  Craigievarr,  marriedMargarcfc 
Lindsay, daughter  to  Alexr.  Lindsay  ofMearne,  whose  bairns  bear 
witnes  themselves.  Mr.  JohnForbes,parson  of  Kincardine,  married 
Agnes  Dugal,  daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Auchinhuife,  who  did  bear 
to  him  fyve  daughters — the  eldest  married  to  W m.  Forbes  of 
Campbell ; the  2d  to  his  brother,  Mr.  John  Forbes,  professor  of  di- 
vinitie in  Abd.;  the  oyr.  three  yet  unmarried.  Captain  James  For- 
bes, 9th  son  to  Craigievarr,  married  Burnet,  sister  to 
Burnet  of  Cowcardie,  whose  bairns  bear  witnes  themselves. 

In  the  next  place  followes  to  speake  of  the  third  brother 
of  the  houss  of  Corss,  Mr.  Jolm  Forbes,  minister  at 
Delph,  who  married  Christian  Barclay,  daughter  to  the 
Laird  of  Mavers,  who  did  bear  to  liim 


Collonell  John  Forbes,  who  dyed  without  successione,  Collo- 
nell  Arthur  Forbes,  of  whose  successione  wee  know  nothing,  and 
Mr.  Patrick  Forbes,  now  Bisbope  of  Caitness,  who  married 
Collonell  Erkins’s  daughter  in  Holland,  whose  bairns  bear  wit- 
nes  themselves. 

Also  the  sd.  Mr.  John  Forbes  had  a fourth  son,  called  Mr. 

James  Forbes,  who  was  a minister  in  Laudian ; also  he  had  di- 
verss  daughters,  one  married  on  Andrew  Skeen,  brother  to  the 
JLaird  of  Skeen  ; ane  oyr.  married,  to  Win.  Blackburne,  burges 
in  Abd.  and  son  to  Bisbope  Blackburne ; a third  married  to  3 
minister  in  Laudian. 

In  the  next  place  followes  to  speake  of  James  Forbes  of 
Knockarnoch,  who  married  Marie  Balfour,  who  did 
bear  to  him  six  sons,  of  qose  issue  ther  is  no  memorie, 
save  Rot.  of  Knockarnoch,  whose  bairns  bear  witnes 
ymselves. 

In  the  next  place  followes  to  be  spoken  of  Sr  Arthur  Forbes  g,.  Arthur  For- 
of  Castell  Forbes,  in  Irlaud,  sext  son  to  the  Laird  of  Corss,  who  be§, 
married  Jean  Lauder,  daughter  to  Lauder  of 

who  did  bear  to  him  Sr  Arthur  Forbes  of  Castell  Forbes,^  and 
Patrick  Forbes,  who  dyed  wt’out  issue ; also  he  had  two  daugh- 
ters ; one  married  on  Livetenant  Collonell  Murray  of  Milegnes, 
and  the  oyr.  married  Mr.  John  Stirling,  ininr.  in  Edinburgh. 

Now  having  spoken  of  the  houss  ofCorsendae  and  CorsSj 
who  were  the  first  race  of  the  collateral!  line  of  James 
Lord  Forbes,  and  brother  to  gray  Willie,  in  the  next 
place  followes  to  speake  of  those  who  collaterally  cam 
of  the  subsequent  Lords  of  Forbes. 

Gray  Willie  begat  John  Lord  Forbes;  John  Lord  Forbes  be- 
gat Wm.  Lord  Forbes;  Wm.  Lord  Forbes  begat  John  Lord  For- 
bes | Wan=  Forbes  of  Forderbirsie,  James  Forbes  of  Lethintie'j 


Ancestor  of  the  Earl  of  Grannard. 
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fodderbirsle. 


Blacktoune. 


Ro*;.  Forbes!,  pi'yor  of  Monymusk,  Mr.  Arthur  Foibcs  of  Lo^(*, 
and  Abraham  Forbes  of  Blacktoune,  off  John  Lord  Forbes  ami 
his  succession,  spoken  alreadie  ; James  Forbes  of  Lethintie’s  suc- 
cession is  perished;  Mr.  Arthur  non. 

In  the  next  place  followes  to  be  spoken  of  '\Vm.  Forbes  of 
Fordderbirsie,  Robert,  pryor  of  Monymusk,  and  Abraham  For- 
bes of  Blacktoune. 

Wm.  Forbes  of  Fodderbirsie  married  Janet  Forbes,  daut’r  to 
Alex.  Forbes  of  Tolquhon,  and  relict  to  Wm.  Forbes  ofCurscn- 
dae,  who  dyed  in  England,  who  did  bear  to  him  Capt.  John 
Forbes,  alias  old  Capt.  and  one  daughter,  married  to  AuchintouU 
Forbes ; also,  by  a second  marriage,  he  had  a son  called  James, 
who  married  Corsendae’s  daughter,  by  whom  he  had  no  airs 
male. 

In  the  next  place  followes  James  of  Lethentic,  whose  postc- 
ritie  is  decayed,  he  having  two  sons^ 

In  the  nixt  place  followes  to  speakc  of  Robert  Forbes,  pnoi' 
of  Monymusk,  who  married  Agnes  Forbes,  daughter  to  the 
Laird  of  Corss,  who  did  bear  to  him  four  sons  and  two  daugh- 
ters : the  eldest  son,  Capt.  John  Forbes,  called  Capt.  Tuiloch^^ 
W'ho  dyed  without  issue  at  the  battell  of  Sterling  : his  second 
son  Livetenant  Collonell  James  Forbes  of  Fowells,  wdio  bears 
witness  himself:  his  fourth  son,  Robert,  who  dyed  abroad : his 
eldest  daughter  married  on  the  Laird  of  Auchinhuif:  Dugal,  the 
2d,  on  Wm.  Fraser  of  Bogheads, 

Next  W'ee  speake  of  Abraham  Forbes  of  Blacktoune,  who 
married  Janet  Duncan,  daughter  to  James  Duncan  ofMeldrum, 
and  relict  of  the  Laird  of  Belhe  Irvine,  who  did  bear  to  him 
James  Forbes  of  Blacktoune,  Arthur,  Wm.  and  John  Forbess’s; 
also  he  had  fyve  daughters  : the  eldest  married  on  the  Laird  of 
Finrersie,  in  Murray;  the  2d  married  on  Harthill  Leith ; the 
5d  on  John  Leith  of  Whithaugh ; the  fourth  on  the  baronq  of 
Braishley;  the  5th  married  Dr.  Win.  Johnstone;  James  Forbes 
of  Blacktoune  married  one  Fraser,  daughter  to  the 

Laird  of  Philorth,  who  did  bear  to  him  Walter  Forbes  of  Black- 
toune, and  Arthur  Forbes,  wt.  oyr.  children,  who  bear  witnes 
themselves.  As  to  the  posteritie  of  Arthur,  Wm.  and  John 
Forbess’s  so»s,  to  Abraham  Forbes  of  Blacktoune,  we  know  non. 


save  one  daughter,  married  to  Dunbar,  brother  to  Kii^ 

buyack. 

Now  folio wes  to  speake  of  two  base  sons  of  John  Lord 
Forbes,  and  brothers  to  Lord  Arthur : the  eldest  son 
was  called  James  Forbes  of  Tolmads;  the  2d,  called 
Arthur,  tlyed  without  successioiie  worthie  to  be  re^ 
membredi 

James  Forbes  of  Tolmads  married  Agnes  Forbess,  daughter  to 
John  Forbes  of  Campbell,  who  did  bear  to  him  Collonell  William 
Forbes,  a gallant  man,  called  Blowface,  with  diverss  oy’r  daugh- 
ters; one,  Jean,  married  to  Collonell  George  Forbes ; aneoy’rj, 
Agnes,  married  on  Gordon  of  Walkmilne ; the  third  married 
Capt.  Forbes  of  Milbuy,  called  Margaret ; the  fourth,  Barbara, 
married  to  Mr.  George  Monro,  minister  of  Rosemarkie. 

Collonell  Wm.  Forbes  married  Rydman,  daughter  to 

Sir  George  Rydman  of  Pornpheild  Castell,  who  did  bear  to  him 
a daughter,  who  inherets  his  estate. 

Thus  having  spoken,  to  the  right  line  of  Sir  John  Forbes 
with  the  black  lip,  to  witt,  of  the  right  line,  or  colla- 
teral! line,  of  James  Lord  Forbes,  his  oye,  in  the  next 
place  followes  to  speake  of  the  collateral!  lynes  of  Sr 
John  Forbes,  with  his  sd.  wife,  as  sd.  is,  Alex.  Lord 
Forbes,  Wm.  Forbes,  the  first  of  ye  houss  of  Pitsligo, 
John  Forbes  of  the  houss  of  Tolquhon,  and  Aiaster 
came,  first  of  the  houss  of  Brux. 

Sir  Wm.  Forbes  of  Pitsligo,  who  was  first  knight  of  Kinaldie, 
who  married  dam  Agnes  Fraser,  daughter  to  the  Lord  Fraser, 
with  whom  he  got  the  lands  of  Pitsligo,  in  marriage,  who  did 
bear  to  him  Sr  Alexander  Forbes. 

Sr  Alexander  Forbes  did  marrie  the  Earle  of  Erroll’s  daugh- 
ter, who  did  bear  to  him  Sr  Alex.  Forbes  of  Pusligo,  George 
Forbes,  Arthur  Forbes,  who  was  Laird  of  Rirres,  with  four 
daughters;  one  married  on  John  Gordon  of  Pitrevie;  the  2d 
on  the  shirreff  of  Cromertie  ; the  3d  on  the  Laird  of  MoncofFer  I 
and  the  4th  on  the  Laird  ofBalquhallie. 


With  ye  black" 
lipp. 


PitsligOo 
SirWin,  Forbe'j 


SIi  Alex.  Forbes 
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Alex.  For- 
bes. 


-Jobn  Forbes, 


John  Forbes. 


Alexander  For- 
bes, 


Wm-.  Forbes, 


John  Forbes, 


Alex.  Lord  Plt- 
sligo. 


Sr  Alex.  Forbes  married  the  Lord  Ogilvie’s  daughter,  who 
did  bear  to  him  John  Forbes  of  Pitsligo,  and  anoy’r,  called  Wm, 
of  Daach. 

John  Forbes  of  Pitsligo  married  Weems,  .daughter 

to  Sir  Patrick  Weems  of  Reires,  and  begat  on  her  John  Laird 
of  Pitsligo,  with  diverss  daughters ; one  was  married  to  Asloune, 
ane  oyV.  on  Wm.  Woodman  of  Fenzies ; ane  oy’r.  on  Wine 
White  in  Abd,  ane  oy’r.  on  Wm.  Lawson,  in  Dysart. 

John  Forbes  of  Pitsligo  married  Keith,  daughter  to 

Sr  Wm.  Keith  of  Inverugie,  qo  did  bear  to  him  Alex.  Forbes  of 
Pitsligo,  Mr.  Arthur,  John,  and  Wm.  Forbesses,  the  Ladie  La- 
menstone,  the  Ladie  Waterlone,  and  the  Ladie  Pittendrum. 

Alexander  Forbes  of  Pitsligo  married  the  Lord  Salton’s  daugh- 
ter, who  did  bear  to  him  Win.  Forbes  of  Pitsligo,  Alex.  Mr.  John, 
and  Arthur,  George  and  Hector  Forbesses,  and  Forbes, 

Ladie  Lesmoir.  Mr.  Arthur  Forbes,  son  to  John  Forbes  of  Pit- 
siigo,  married  Marjorie  Forbes,  relict  of  Alex.  Forbes  of  Brux, 
who  dyed  in  Pinkie,*  but  succession,  and  her  eldest  brother  sofs 
wounded,  as  many  men  saw. 

William  Forbes  of  Pitsligo  married  Katharine  Gordon,  daugh- 
ter to  the  Laird  of  Strathdown,  who  did  bear  to  him  only  two 
daughters—- one  married  on  James  Forbes  of  Lethintie,  the  oy’r, 
on  the  Laird  of  Auchinhuife. 

This  Wm.  deceased  but  airs  male  of  his  own  bodie;  Alexr.  his  2d 
brother,  succeeded,  who  was  married  on  Elison  Anderson,  relict 
of  Wm,  Forbes  of  Tolqubon,  who  did  bear  to  him  one  daughter, 
who  was  married  on  George  Menzies  of  Pitfoddels ; after  the  de- 
ceass  of  the  sd.  Elison  Anderson,  he  married  Barbara  Keith, 
daughter  to  the  Earle  of  Marisshall,  who  did  bear  to  him  John 
Forbes  of  Pitsligo. 

John  Forbes  of  Pitsligo  married  Christian  Ogilvie,  daughter 
to  the  Laird  of  Findlater,  who  did  bear  to  him  Alex.  Lord  Pit- 
sligo, Anna  Ladie  Forbes,  Jean  Ladie  Tolquhon,  Marie  Ladie 
Boyn,  and  Christian  Ladie  Streichen. 

Alexander  Lord  Pitsligo  married  Dame  Jean  Keith,  daughter 
to  the  Earle  Marshall,  who  did  bear  to  him  Alex.  Lord  Pitsligo, 
and  Mary  Forbes,  Ladie  Haddo. 

Alexander  Lord  Pitsligo  married  Dame  Mary  Ersken,  daugli- 


Alex.  Lord  Pit- 
sligo, 


This  means,  “ »vas  kjilkd  at  the  battle  of  Pinkief  ‘ 


27 


ter  to  the  Earle  of  Buchan,  who  did  bear  to  him  bairnes  who 
doe  bear  witnes  themselves. 

Thus  having  spoken  of  the  right  line  of  Win.  Forbes  of  Pit- 
sligo,  in  yp  next  place  it  followes  to  speake  of  ye  collateral!  lyns 
descended  of  him. 

Sir  Win.  Forbes  begat  Sr  Alexr. ; Sir  Alexr.  begat  Sir  Alexr^ 

George,  and  Arthur  Forbesses ; of  Sr  Alexr.  I have  spoken  al- 
readie ; of  George’  posteritie  we  hear  no  mention. — In  the  next 
place  followes  to  speake  of  Arthur,  who  was  first  of  the  houss 
of  Rires. 

Sr  Arthur  Forbes  of  Rires,  son  to  the  first  Sr  Alexv.  of  Pit- 
sligo,  married  Weems,  heretrix  of  Rires,  with  qoni  the  sd. 

Sr  Arthur  got  the  lands  of  Rires,  in  marriage,  who  did  bear  to 
him  Sr  Wm.  Forbes  of  Rires. 

Sir  Wm.  Forbes  of  Rires  married  Sandilands,  daughter  Sr  William 

to  the  Laird  of  Cawder,  who  did  bear  to  him  Sr  George  Forbes 
of  Rires. 

Sr  George  Forbes  of  Rires  married  Lundie,  daughter 


Houss  of  Rires- 
Sr  Arthur, 


to  the  Laird  of  Lundie,  who  did  bear  to  him  Arthur  Forbes  of 


Sir  George 
of  Rires. 


Rires  and  James  Forbes. 

Arthur  Forbes  of  Rires  married  Button,  daughter  to  Arthur  Forbes, 

the  L.  of  Creich,  who  did  bear  to  him  John  Forbes  and  Archi- 
bald Forbes:  John  Forbes,  eldest  son-  to  this  Arthur  Forbes, 
married  Sandilands,  daughter  to  the  Laird  of  St.  Ninians, 

who  did  bear  to  him  two  daughters : James  Forbes,  brother  to 
Arthur,  dyed  but  lawfull  succession. 

Sr  Alexander  Forbes  oye  to  Sr  Wm.  Forbes  of  Pitsligo  mar- 
ried the  Lord  Ogilvie’s  daughter,  who  did  bear  to  him  John  For- 
bes of  Pitsligo,  and  ane  oy’r.  called  Win.  of  Daach,  who  was 
predecessor  of  the  houss  of  Newe. 

Wm.  Forbes  of  Uaach,  brother  to  John  Forbes  of  Pitsligo, 
married  Forbes,  daughter  to  the  whit  Laird  of  Brux,  who 

did  bear  to  him  Alex.  Forbes  of  New,  and  John  Forbes  of  Sin- 
shannie : Alex.  Forbes  of  New  married  Euphon  Lumsden,  daugh- 
ter to  Robert  Lumsden  of  Medler,  who  bear  to  him  Wm.  For- 
bes of  New,  Patrick  Forbes  of  Pittallachie,  with  diverss  daugh- 
ters : the  oldest  married  to  the  Laird  of  Auchtercoull,  and  ane 
?»y’r,  on  Mr.  James  Farquharsone  of  ; and  after  his 


Sin!ilnlc« 


Lethinticj 
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iCeass,  on  Rot.  MiJletoiine;  unc  oy’r.  on  Win.  Skeen  of  Aiichter- 
ernej  and  after  his  dcceass,  Arthur  Skeen  ; ane  oy’r.  on  Robert 
Ross  of  Birssmoire. 

Will.  Forbes  of  New  married  iVIargaret  Gordon,  daughter  to 
John  Gordon  ot  Pitterric,  and  begat  on  her 

Patrick  Forbes  of  Pittallachie  married  Annapell  Forbes,  daugh- 
ter to  Alex.  Forbes  of  Cairniecoullie,  wlio  did  bear  to  him  Win, 
Forbes  of  Pittallachie,  John  Forbes  of  Argeight,  and  Alex.  For- 
bes of  Eastermigbie,  with  some  daughters;  one  married  Gordon 
of  Blelack,  ane  oy’r.  on  Gilbert  Whit,  burges  in  Abd. 

Win.  Forbes  of  Pittallachie  married  Margaret  Skeen,  daugh- 
ter to  the  Laird  of  Skeen,  who  did  bear  to  him  Wm.  Forbes  of 
Pittallachie,  now  in  Kinaldie,  and  Capt.  Alex.  Forbes,  with  a 
daughter  married  to  Bama  Craig  Chaliner.*' 

Wni.  Forbes  of  Pittallachie  (now  in  Kinaldie)  marriod.  first, 
Bama  Craig  Troup’s  daughter,  next,  Mr.  Wra.  Douglass’  daugh- 
ter, minister  of  Aboyne,  whose  bairns  bear  witnes  themselves. 

Capt.  Alex.  Forbes  married  Forbes,  daughter  to  Tho- 

mas Forbes  of  Balfluig,  who  did  bear  to  him  diverss  sons  and 
daughters,  who  bear  witness  themselves. 

John  Forbes  of  Sinhinie  married  Bessie  Skeen,  daughter  to 
John  Skeen  of  Auchterdenes,  who  did  bear  to  him  three  sons, 
John,  Alex,  and  Robert  Forbesses:  John  Forbes,  his  eldest  son, 
married  Forbes,  daughter  to  Rot,  Forbes,  son  to  the  Laird 
of  Edit,  who  did  bear  to  him  Arthur  Forbes  of  Sinhinie;  Arthur 
Forbes  of  Sinhinie  married  Marjerie  Forbes,  daughter  to  John 
Forbes  of  Campbell,  who  did  bear  to  him  Rot.  Forbes,  att  the 
p’nt.  dwelling  att  the  Milne  of  Melgonie.  Alex.  Forbes,  second 
brothe  to  John,  dyed  w’  lut  successione.  Wm.  Forbes,  3d  son 
to  John  Forbes  of  Sinhinie,  married  Gordon,  daughter 

to  Alex.  Gordon  of  Cults, 

George  Forbes  of  Lethintie,  son  to  first  Alexr.  of  Pitsligo, 
married  Caddell,  daughter  to  Alex.  Caddell  of  Asloune, 

w'^o  did  bear  to  him  Mr  Alex.  Forbes,  parson  of  Forbes,  Patrick 
Forbes  of  Craigtoune,  and  Sick  Willie  Forbes : Mr.  Alex,  and 
Sick  Willie  dyed,  both  without  succession. 


^ This  means  “ Chalmer  of  Bama  Craig.’" 
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Patrick  Forbes  of  Craigton  married  a daughter  of  Blewsheir?,  Craigtoune*. 
provost  of  Aberdeen,  who  was  relict  of  the  Laird  of  Culter,  who 
did  bear  to  him  James  Forbes  of  Craigtoune. 

James  Forbes  of  Craigtoune  married  Alardes,  daugh- 

ter to  Hot.  Alardes  of  Badenscoth. 

In  the  next  place  followesto  speake  of  Mr.  John  Forbes, 
brother  to  Alexr.  Forbes,  Laird  of  Pitsiigo. 

Mr.  John  Forbes  married  Agnes  Gray,  daughter  to  the  Laird  Boyndlie. 
of  Muchel,  and  relict  of  the  Laird  of  Meldrura,  who  bear  to  him 
Andrew  Forbes,  who  dyed  wt’out  succession,  Alexr.  Forbes  of 
Boyndly,  John  Forbes  of  Largie,  w’t.  diverss  daughters;  one 
married  Tiililiilt  Gordon,  ane  oy’r.  on  Cairngall  Arbuthnot:  he 
bad  also  a base  son,  called  James  Forbes,  whose  bairns  bear  wit- 
aes  themselves, 

AleXv  Forbes  of  Boyndly  and  Pittallachie  married 
Forbes,  daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Rires,  and  relict  of  the  Laird 
of  , who  did  bear  to  him  Alex.  Forbes,  with  two  daugh- 

ters ; one  married  to  John  Forbes  of  Balfluge,  ane  oy’r.  to  the 
Laird  of  Kamkairne  Ogilvie ; he  married  also  to  his  2d  Ladie, 

Mary  Elphingstone,  daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Calderhall,  who 
did  bear  to  him  diverss  bairns,  who  bear  witness  themselves. 

John  Forbes  of  Largie,  second  son  to  Alexr.  Forbes  of  Boynly, 
married  Jean  Barclay,  daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Towie,  who  did 
bear  to  him  one  son  called  John  Forbes,  qo  bears  witnes  him- 
self. 

Mr.  Arthur  Forbes,  third  brother  to  Alex,  of  Pitsiigo,  married 
Margaret  Leslie,  daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Pitcaple,  who  did 
bear  to  him  Rot.  Forbes  of  Oldtoune,  James  Forbes  of  Bank- 
head,  Patrick  Forbes  in  Blackball,  George,  Wm.  John,  and  Alex, 

Forbesses,  and  three  daughters ; Marjorie  married  on  John  Leith 
of  Busbarnie,  Margaret  married  to  John  Grant  of  Inverrurie, 
and  Janet  on  Alexr.  Innes  of  Bottom. 

Rot.  Forbes  of  Oldtoune  married  Margaret  Leslie,  daughter  to 
John  Leslie  of  Largie,  who  did  bear  to  him  Arthur  Forbes,  who 
dyed  in  France,  Patrick  Forbes  of  Oldtoune,  George  Forbes  in 
Aberdour,  Alex.  Forbes  in  Boyndlie,  Wm.  Forbes,  in  Auchlin, 
and  three  daughters-— Christian,  qo  married  Alexr.  Burnet  in 
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Newtoiifie,  and  Jean  Forbes,  qt.  was  married  to  Al.  Logie  in 
Williainstone,  and  Margaret  Forbes,  who  v/as  married  to  Alex, 
Garioch  in  Litlemdobie. 

James  Forbes  of  Bankhead,  Oldtoun’s  second  son,  married 
Margaret  Login,  who  did  bear  to  liiin  two  sons,  James  and  Mr. 
Artliur  Forbcsses,  who  bear  witnes  themselves  ; with  a daughter, 
Violet  Forbes,  who  was  married  on  James  Barclay  at  Keith. 

Patrick  Forbe^  of  Blackhall  married  of  Margaret  Blackhall, 
daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Blackhall,  who  did  bear  to  him  bairns 
who  bear  witnes  themselves ; J(ikn,  Al.  George,  and  Wm.  For- 
bes, sons  to  the  sd.  Mr.  Arthur  of  Oidtoune,  dyed  without  issue- 

Patrick  Forbes  of  Oidtoune,  son  to  Rot.  Forbes,  married  Bea- 
trix Gardine,  daughter  to  John  Gairden  of  Bruckles,  whose 
bairns  witnes  themselves. 

George  Forbes  in  Aberdoiir  married  Isobell  Arbuthnott, 
daughter  to  Cairnegall,  as  bear  witnes  ym’selves. 

Alexander  Forbes,  in  Boyndly,  fourth  son  to  Oidtoune,  mar- 
ried Jean  Forbes,  daughter  to  Auchredie,  whose  bairns  bear 
witnes  themselves. 

AVm.  Forbes,  in  Auchiin,  5th  son  to  Oidtoune,  married  Chris- 
tian Forbes,  daughter  to  John  Forbes  of  Pittnacaddell,  qose 
bairns  bear  witnes  themselves. 

Hector  Forbes,  youngest  brother  to  Alex.  Forbes  of  Pitsligo, 
married  Hay,  daughter  to  the  Goodman  of  Crimonmogat, 
who  did  bear  to  him. 

Thus  having  spoken  of  Sr  William  Forbes  of  Pitsligo  and 
his  lawful!  succession,  in  the  next  place  followes  to  re- 
hearss  something  of  the  bastards  come  of  him. 

The  sd.  Sir  Win.  Forbes  of  Pitsligo  had  four  bastard  sons; 
that  is  to  say,  Wm.  came,  Wm.  begg,  Ewell  Duncan  of  Kem- 
nay,  and  Lochland. 

Wm.  came  had  a son,  called  Forbes,  who  had  two  sons, 
James  and  Canna  Forbesses,  who  dyed  both  att  the  bridge  of 
Don.* 

William  begg,  Pitsligo’s  second  bastard,  had  a son  called  Wil- 
liam of  Legitsden,  who  married  a daughter  of  the  Laird  of  Inner- 
markie*s,  who  did  bear  to  him  Alex.  Forbes  of  Speiside,  and 
John  Forbes-. 

* At  the  battle  of  the  Bridge  of  Don. 
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Alex.  Forbes  of  Speiside  married  and  begat  John  Forbes  of 
J'owelJs. 

Ervell  Duncan  of  Romnev,  PItsligo’s  3d  bastard  son,  married 
and  begat  Pat.  and  Fergus  Forbesses. 

Patrick  Forbes  married  Donalsone,  and  begat  John  Forbes  of 
Camay,  and  Win.  Forbes  in  Elesawell. 

John  Forbes  in  Cornay  married  Johnstone, 

Wm.  Forbess,  in  Elesawell,  married  

Fergus  Forbes  married  and  begat  Arthur  Forbes  of  Tilliebir- 
lach,  and  John  ye  merchant,  qch.  John  dyed  without  succes- 
sione. 

Arthur  Forbes  of  Tilliebirlach  married  Duncan  Davidson's 
daughter. 

Lachalan  Forbes  had  no  successione  worthie  of  memorie. 

And  also,  there  was  one  of  the  bastards  of  Pitsligo  who  passed 
^into  Straglash,  whose  successione  as  yet  bears  witnes. 

Thus  having  spoken  of  the  successione  of  Sir  Wm.  For- 
bes of  Pitsligo,  2d  son  to  Sr  John  Forbes  wt.  the  black 
lipp,  in  the  next  place  foilowes  to  speak  of  Sir  John 
Forbes  of  Tolquhon,  third  son  to  the  sd.  Sr  John  wt. 
the  black  lip,  and  of  his  successione. 

Sr  John  Forbes  Tolquhon,  called  Sr  John  , m.arried 

Marjorie  Presto r,  who  did  bear  to  him  Alex.  Forbes  of  Tol- 
quhon, Duncan  Forbes  of  Ardgeighten,  and  David  Forbes,  cal- 
led David  Foddan.  Of  the  sd.  Duncan  and  David  in  yr.  own 
place. 

Sr  John  Forbes,  younger  of  Tolquhon,  married  Strea- 

ton,  daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Laurenston,  qo.  did  bear  to  him 
Alex.  Forbes  ot  Tolquhon,  David  Forbes  of  Essie,  Henrie  For- 
bes of  Logie.  Of  the  sd.  David  and  Henrie  in  yr.  own  place. 

Alex.  Forbes  of  Tolquhon  married  Hay,  daughter  to 

the  Laird  of  Delgitie,  who  did  bear  to  him  Malcome  Forbes. 

Malcom  Forbes  of  Tolquhon  married  Forbes,  daughter 

to  James  Lord  Forbes,  who  did  bear  to  him  Wm.  Forbes  of  Tol- 
quhon, Mr.  Thomas  and  James  Forbesses,  with  ane  daughter,  qo 
was  married  to  Al.  Chein  of  Ai’iiage. 


Ervall  Duncan^ 
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Wm.  Forbes. 


Walter  Forbes, 
Sc  Alex.  Forbes. 


Wm.  Forbes,  son  to  Malcom  Forbes,  married  Leithi 

daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Barns,  who  did  bear  to  him  John  For- 
bes and  Alex.  Forbes,  with  some  daughters,  one  married  to  the 
Laird  of  Glask  Burnet  ane  oy’r.  to  Andrew  Dortis,  biirges  in 
Abd.;  ane  oy’r.  to  John  Lamb,  burges  yr. ; and  after  his  deceass 
to  Mr.  Thomas  Davidsone ; and  after  the  deceass  of  Barns’ 
daughter,  the  sd.  Wm.  married  Hay,  daughter  to  the  Earle 
Erroll,  who  did  bear  to  him  Arthur  and  Isobell  Forbesses. 

John  Forbes  of  Tolquhon,  eldest  son  to  the  sd.  Wm.  Forbes, 
married  Chein,  daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Eselemount,  and 
dyed  without  succession. 

Alexander  Forbes  of  Tolquhon,  second  son  to  the  sd.  William, 
married  Elisoii  Anderson,  daughter  to  Anderson,  burges 

in  Edr.  who  did  bear  to  him  Wm.  Forbes  of  Tolquhon,  John 
Forbes  of  Boindley,  Janet  Forbes,  spouse  to  Wm.  Forbes  ofCor- 
sendae,  and  yr’ after  to  Win.  Forbes  of  Foclderbirss,  ane  oy’r. 
Isobell  Forbes,  married  to  Thomas  Chein  of  Streichen,  and 
yr’after  to  the  Tutor  of  Lovit,  to  whom  she  conveyed  the  estate 
of  Streichen. 

William  Forbes  of  Tolquhon  married  Gordon,  daugh- 

ter to  George  Gordon  of  Lesmoir,  who  did  bear  to  him  Wm. 
Forbes  of  Knapernae,  Mr.  Walter  Forbes  of  Auchredie,  Patrick 
Forbes,  burges  of  Aberdeen,  and  ane  daughter,  married  on 
Forbes  of  Corsendae. 

Wm.  Forbes  married  Janet  Ogilvie,  daughter  to  ye  Ldird  cf 
Bamf,  who  did  bear  to  him  Alex.  Forbes,  who  dyed  wt’out  suc- 
cession, and  W alter  Forbes  of  Tolquhon,  and  George  Forbes  of 
Craigie,  and  Thomas  Forbes  of  Wattertoune,  and  Mr.  Win. 
Forbes  of  Finzies;  and  daughters,  Christian  Forbes,  Ladie 
Streichen,  Elizabeth  Forbes,  Ladie  Caskieben,  Isobell  Forbes, 
Ladie  Philorth,  and  Janet  Forbes,  Ladie  Haddo ; of  the  rest  cf 
the  mail!  children  of  both  the  forsd.  Wm.  Forbes,  Laird  of  Tol- 
quhon, shall  be  spoken  of  in  yr.  own  place,  according  to  our 
method. 

Walter  Forbes  of  Tolquhon  married  Jean  Forbes,  sister  to 
Pitsligo,  qo.  did  bear  to  him  Sr  Alex.  Forbes  of  Tolquhon,  Tho- 
mas, John,  and  Wm.  Forbesses,  and  ane  daughter,  who  bear 
witnes  ymselves. 

* This  means,  Burnet  Laird  of  Glasko 
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Thus  having  spoken  of  the  right  line  of  Sir  John  For- 
bes, Laird  of  Tolquhon,  in  the  next  place  followes  to 
be  spoken  of  the  collateral!  lines. 

gr  John  Forbes  of  Tolquhon,  qo  married  Preston,  be- 

gat Sr  John  Forbes  of  Tolquhon,  Duncan  Forbes  of  Argeighten, 
and  David  Forbes,  called  David  fesdan;  of  Sr  John  Forbes  and 
his  extant,  spoken  alreadie;  now  rests  to  speake  of  the  tv/o 
bretheren,  Duncan  and  David;  and  first  of  Duncan. 

Dhmcan  Forbes  of  Argeighten  married  Christian  Gordon,  Argeighten. 
daughter  to  Thomas  Gordon  of  Auchindore,  who  did  bear  to 
him  John  Forbes  in  Terpersie,  with  dlverss  daughters ; and  af„ 
ter  the  deceass  of  his  wife,  he  got  on  Morinegill  Thomson’s  wufe 
in  Pittodrie,  John  Forbes  in  Tulloch,  James  Forbes  in  Balfour, 
and  James  Forbes  in  Seaiield,  and,  in  like  maner,  the  sd.  Dun- 
can got  on  Mortimer,  daughter  to  Thomas  Mortimer  in 

Ashallock,  Win,  Forbes  in  Punthark,  Alex.  Forbes  in  Blairglas- 
sie,  and  Sr  Henric  Forbes;  vicar  in  Alford. 

John  Forbes  of  Terpersie  married  Leslie,  oye  to  Sr  Terpersie. 

Wm.  Leslie  in  Balquhan,  qo.  did  bear  to  him  John  Forbes  of 
Clovach,  Wm.  Forbes  in  Torpersie,  George  Forbes  in  Coutlage, 
and  Melkle  Alex.  Forbes  in  Auchmilien;  together  with  four 
daughters — one  married  on  Robert  Lumsden  of  Maidler,  ane 
oy’r.  on  Alex.  Lumsden  of  Midstrath,  and  yr’after  on  John  For- 
bes of  Cults,  and  yr’after  of  James  Douglass  of  Tilliequhillie,  who 
bear  to  him  Arthur  Douglas,  father  to  John  Douglas  of  Tillie- 
quhillie ; and  the  sd.  Isobell  bear  to  Robert  Lumsden  of  Maid- 
ler,  nynteen  bairnes,  qo.  bear  vvitnes  themselves. 

John  Forbes  in  Clavach  married  Forbes,  daughter  to  the  John  Forbes, 
whyt  Laird  of  Brux,  and  Wm.  Forbes  in  Torpersie  his  brother 
married  a second  daughter  of  the  sd.  whit  Laird’s ; Meikle  Alex, 
in  Auchmilien  married  a daughter  of  John  Rosses  of  Auchles- 
sen,  and  George  Forbes  in  Coutlage,  married  one  Bessie  Barclay^ 
of  the  house  of  Towie,  who  departed  but*  succession  w^orthie  of 
memorie. 

James  Forbes  of  Balfour  had  no  succession  worthie  of  me= 
morie. 

James  Forbes  of  Seafield  had  a son  called  iitle  John  Forbes, 
and  a son  called  John  Forbes,  alias  John  with  the  garters,  and 


* Butf  in  old  Scotch,  signifies  voithout, 
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John  Forbes,  brother  to  litle  John,  had  a son  called  John  For- 
bes in  Keigge,  whose  posteritie  is  there  yet,  though  poor. 

Sr  Menrie  Forbes  had  two  sons,  Win.  and  John  Forbesses : 
Wm.  Forbes  had  a son  called  John  Forbes,  in  Easter  Fowells; 
John  Forbes,  brother  to  the  sd.  Win.  had  a sone  called  Win. 
Forbes,  at  the  Inchie  of  Fowlis,  who  dyed  in  Pinkie*  without  sue- 
cessione. 

John  Forbes  of  Easter  Fowells  had  three  sons ; Duncan  For- 
bes in  Easter  Balfour,  James  Forbes  in  Bithnic,  and  John  For- 
bes at  the  Inchie  of  Edinbanchorie,  of  qose  posteritie  wee  know 
nothing,  except  Duncan  Forbes  in  Balfour  begat  Arthur  Forbes, 
and  Arthur  Forbes  begat  Duncan  Forbes  in  Broomhiil,  Win. 
Forbes  in  Sundiehiil,  and  John  Forbes,  burges  in  Abd.  all  whose 
posteritie  bears  vvitnes  themselves. 

John  Forbes  in  Tulloch,  son  to  Duncan  Forbes  of  Argcigbffen, 
married  Elmslie,  who  did  bear  to  him  John  Forbes  of 

Tulloch,  called  Mid  John,  and  Alaster  Forbes. 

Mid  John  Forbes  in  Tulloch  married  Isobcll  Gordon,  who 
did  bear  to  him  Mid  John  Forbes  in  Tulloch,  the  second,  and 
Duncan  Forbes,  who  dyed  without  successione. 

Alexr.  Forbes  in  Finnask,  married  Leslie,  qo  did  bear 

to  him  Win.  Forbes  in  Finnask,  Mr.  Thomas  Forbes  in  Tiilie- 
kine,  Thomas  Forbes  in  Cloack,  and  Alexr.  Forbes  in  Toniads. 

Wm.  Forbes  in  Finnask  married  Johnston,  who  did 

bear  to  him  John  Forbes  of  Finnask,  Pat.  Al.  and  W m.  Forbesses. 

John  Forbes  of  Finnask  married  Elspet  Craford,  w ho  did  bear 
to  him  John  Forbes ; John  Forbes  his  son  married  Isobell  Leslie, 
daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Kincraigie,  Avho  did  bear  to  him  Wm. 
Forbes,  who  did  get  the  lands  of  Tilliekirne  from  John  Forbes, 
by  way  of  excambion  with  Edinbanchrie. 

William  Forbes  of  Tilliekeirne  married  Elspet  Espline,  who 
did  bear  to  him  John  Forbes  of  Tilliekeirne,  and  Wm.  Forbes, 
in  Inchie  of  Culforke,  whose  bairns  bear  witnes  ymselves. 

M r.  John  Forbes  of  Tilliekeirne  married  Janet  WiPnart,  who 
did  bear  to  him  Wm.  Forbes  in  Tilliekeirne. 

Thomas  Forbes  in  Cloack  married  Isobell  Burnet,  daughter  to 
Thomas  Burnet  in  Clunie,  qose  posteritie  is  worne  out. 

* At  the  battle  of  Pinkie,  which  seems  to  have  been  a fatal  field  to 
the  clan.  This  account  of  Mr.  Lumsden  was  written  within  40  years 
the  battle  of  Pinkie. 
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Alexr.  Forbes,  in  Easter  Tomads  married  Euphan  Skeen,  who 
did  bear  to  him  long  Robert  Skeen,  with  some  daughters,  whose 
posteritie  is  worne  out  or  strayed  out  of  the  country. 

Alex.  Forbes  in  Finnask,  had  a bastard  son  called  Thomas 
Forbes,  in  Easter  Fowells,  whose  posteritie  is  worne  out. 

Win.  Forbes  in  Abersuntback  married  Strauchine, 

daughter  to  the  pryor  of  Monymusk,  who  did  bear  to  him  seven 
sons,  viz.  Duncan,  called  litle  Duncan;  John,  called  boysterous 
John;  Alex,  called  Alex.  Spanger ; Ninian,  Arthur,  Gilbert,  and 
‘Wm.  Forbesses;  also  James  Forbes,  a bastard  gotten  on  Meg 
Lan  chard. 

Duncan  Forbes,  called  litle  Duncan,  married  Isobell  Caddell, 
who  did  bear  to  him  Thomas  Forbes,  called  Captain  Forbes,  who 
went  to  France. 

John  Forbes,  called  boysterous  John,  married  Wood, 

W’hose  posteritie  is  worne  out. 

Alex.  Spanger  was  slain  fishing  ye  watter. 

Ninian  Forbes  passed  to  France  with  his  brother  Duncan,  and 
dyed  yr.  but  succession. 

Gilbert  Forbes  passed  to  France  to  his  brother,  and  was  slain, 
there  at  the  seidge  of  a toime. 

Wm.  Forbes  married  Blackball,  whose  posteritie  is 

worn  out. 

Alex.  Forbes,  in  Blairglassie,  married  , who  did  bear  to 

him  Ingraham  Forbes  and  John  Forbes,  whose  posteritie  is  w orne 
out 


Thus  having  spoken  of  Duncan  Forbes  of  Argeighten, 
second  son  to  Sr  John  Forbes  of  Tolquhon,  followes 
to  speake  ol  his  third  sone  called  David  feddan, 

David  Forbes,  called  David  feddan,  son  to  Sir  Forbes 

of  Tolquhon,  called  Sir  John  the  Bellame,  hade  a son  who  was 
called  William  ble,  who  w’as  slain  att  the  Hutxter  steine : the 
sd.  ble  Willie  had  two  sons;  one  called  Henrie  Forbes,  burges 

in  Abd,  and  ane  oy’r.  called  John  Forbes,  (alias)  John  of  the 
Tun. 
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rhus  having  spoken  of  the  posteritle  of  the  first  Sr  Joliu 
of  Tolquhon,  follov/es  to  speake  of  the  collateral!  iine^ 
of  the  second  Sr  John  of  Tolquhon,  viz.  of  David  For- 
bes of  Essie,  and  llenrie  Forbes  of  Logic. 

Ssals.-  David  Forbes  of  Essie,  son  to  young  5r  John  Forbes  of  Tol- 

quhon, had  a son  called  Alex.  Forbes,  in  Essie : the  sd.  Alex, 
in  Essie  had  three  sons,  viz.  Alex.  Forbes  in  Pissie,  John  Forbes 
in  Litle  Auchmacoy,  and  John  Forbes  in  Rora. 

Alex.  Forbes  in  Essie  dyed  in  Pinkie,  and  left  behind  him 
John  Forbes  in  Essie  : John  Forlics  of  Litle  Auchmacoy  dyed, 
and  left  behind  him  Alex.  Forbes  in  Balgonie. 

John  Forbes  in  Rora  had  a son  called  John 


In  the  next  place  followes  to  speake  of  Henrie  Forbes  of 
Logic,  third  son  to  young  John  Forbes. 


Logie. 


Thainstonc. 


Henrie  Forbes  of  Logie,  son  to  young  Sir  John  Forbes  of 
Tolquhon,  married  Midletoune,  who  did  bear  to  him, 

Alexr.  and  Andrew  Forbesses. 

Alexr.  Forbes,  eldest  son  to  Henrie  of  Logie,  married 
Chalmer  of  Baibethan,  his  daughter,  who  did  bear  to  him  Ileil- 
rie  Forbes  of  Thainstone  and  Wm.  Forbes. 

Henrie  Forbes  of  Thainstone  married  Mowat,  daughter 
to  Balquhallie,  qo  did  bear  to  him  Wm.  Forbes  of  Thainstone ; 
she  being  dead,  he  married  TiiliedalF,  daughter  to  the 

Laird  of  Rainestone,  who  did  bear  to  him  Mr.  Alex.  Gilbert  and 
Arthur  Forbesses. 

Andrew  Forbes,  son  to  Henrie  Forbes  of  Logie,  had  a son 
called  Arthur  Forbes  of  Tarlowie. 

Arthur  Forbes  of  Tarlowie  married  and  begat  a son  called 
Mr.  James  Forbes,  in  Easter  Echt. 

Vv  illiam  Forbes,  eldest  sone  to  Henrie  Forbes  of  Thanstone, 
married  Christian  Gordone,  daughter  to  Pat.  Gordon  of  Auch- 
indore,  relict  to  the  Laird  of  Lessendrum,  who  did  bear  to  him 
Forbes  of  Thainstoune. 

Forbes  of  Thainstoun  married  Leslie,  daughter 

to  the  Laird  of  Wardhouss,  who  did  bear  to  him  Henrie  Forbes 
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of  Thainstomie,  v/ho  married  Forbes,  daughter  to  the 

Laiid  of  Corss,  who  did  bear  to  him  James  and  Pat.  Forbesses  i 
the  said  Henrie  dyed  reskewing  Heartie  Kerle,*  king  of  Sweden  ; 
the  sd.  Janies  and  Par.  are  yet  in  Sweden  : also,  the  sd. 

Forbes  of  Thainstoun,  father  to  Henrie,  atter  the  dcceass  of 
'V/ardhouss’  daughter,  he  married  Grant,  Ballandalach’s 

daughter,  whose  posteritie,  when  they  becam  men,  went  out  of 
Scotland  : so  that  v/ee  have  no  memorie  of  them. 

In  the  next  place  followes  to  speake  of  John  Forbes  of 
Bandley,  brother  to  Wm.  Forbes  of  Tolquhon,  and  son 
to  Alex.  Forbes  of  Tolquhon,  and  to  Elison  Andersone, 

John  Forbes  o?  Bandley  married  Elizabeth  Keith,  daughter  to 
Wm.  Keith  of  Tulloch,  who  bear  to  him  Duncan  Forbes,  pro- 
vost of  Inverness,  and  Laird  of  Collodne,  and  John  Forbes,  re- 
cent of  the  guards,  who  married  Madam  de  Meakiey,  and  Pat. 
Forbes,  called  black  Pat.  Forbes,  baillie  in  Inverurie. 

Duncan  Forbes  of  Collodene  married  Janet  Forbes,  daughter 
to  Corsendae,  who  did  bear  to  him  John  Forbes  of  Collodene, 
Captain  James  Forbes,  and  Capt.  Duncan  Forbes  in  Inverness, 
and  two  daughters,  the  eldest  married  to  Bayllie  of  Dunyean, 
and  the  2d  to  Cluny  McPherson. 

Black  Patrick  Forbes,  his  second  brother,  married  Barbara 
Barclay,  daughter  to  Walter  Barclay  of  Drimdelgie,  who  did 
bear  to  him  Mr.  Al.  Forbes  of  Aerdo,  with  diverss  daughters  qo. 
bear  witnes  ymselves. 

Mr.  Alex.  Forbes  of  Aerdo  married  Hunter,  daughter 

tc  Samuel  Hunter,  appothecary  in  Edr.  qo.  bear  to  him  bairns 
qo.  bear  witnes  themselves. 

Thus  in  the  next  place  follo'wes  to  speake  of  John  For- 
bes of  Pitnacaddeli,  Mr.  James  Forbes  of  Knapernay, 
Mr.  Walter  Forbes  of  Auchredie,  Patrick  Forbes,  burges 
in  Abd.  sons  to  Wm.  Forbes  of  Tolquhon,  who  married 
Lesmoir’s  daughter,  and  bretheren  to  Wm.  Forbes  of  Tol- 
quhon. 

* This  is  printed  correctly  from  the  manuscript : perhaps  Jfer/e 
de  notes  Charles,  of  which  name,  at  that  period,  there  had  been  many 
■s  'V’edish  kings. 
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ritnacaJdell. 

John  Forbes  of  Pitnacaddel!,  married  May,  daughter  to 

Hay  of  Bruiuhill,  who  did  bear  to  him  John  Forbes  of  Pitna- 
ca Mell  Al.  F >rbes  and  Wm.  Forbes  of  Tombeg,  Livetenant 
(Jollonei!  sdeorge  Forbes,  with  some  daughters,  all  qch.  bear 
wit  .es  then  bclves. 

John  Forbes  of  Pitnacaddell  married  Christian  Johnston, 
daughter  to  the  L.  of  Caskicben,  who  did  bear  to  him  John  For- 
bes, qo.  departed  without  issue  ; Alex.  Forbes  ofBallogie,  James 
Forbes  of  Pitnacaddell,  Mr.  George  Forbes,  minister  att  Tragncr, 
and  Win.  Forbes  in  , with  two  daughters;  Margaret  mar- 

ried to  Mr.  Alex.  Ronald,  minister  at  Aberdour;  and  Christian 
to  Wm.  Forbes  in  Auchlyne. 

Knapcrnaj. 

Mr.  James  Forbes  of  Knapernay  married  Hay,  daugh- 

ter to  Crimonmogat,  qo.  did  bear  to  him  Wm.  Forbes  of  Knap- 
ernay; Janet  Forbes  married  to  George  Dalgardno  of  Perthill ; 
Margaret  Forbes  married  to  John  Forbes  of  Ardmiirdo;  Elspet 
Forbes  married  on  ?4r.  Win.  Forbes  of  Morthlock  ; Isobell  For- 
bes married  on  John  Gordon  of  Abashie. 

Wm.  Forbes  of  Knapernay  married  Jean  Johnston,  daughter 
to  the  Laird  of  Caskieben,  and  did  bear  to  him  bairns  who  bear 
witnes  themselves. 

Achredie. 

Mr.  W alter  Forbes  of  Achredy  married  Meldrum,  daugh- 

ter to  Auchinhuve,  who  bear  to  him  Thomas  Forbes  of  Achredy, 
who  married  Marjorie  Gordon,  daughter  to  Neithermure. 

In  the  ni?:t  place  followes  to  speake  of  the  successione  of 
George  Forbes  of  Craigie  and  Thomas  Forbes  of  Wa- 
tertoune,  and  Wm.  Forbes  ofFcnzies,  who  were  bairns 
begotten  of  the  Laird  of  Tolquhon  and  Janet  Ogilvie, 
daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Banff. 

^Sraigie. 

George  Forbes  of  Craigie  married  Chain,  who  did  bear 

to  him  Wni.  Porbes  Craigie,  and  Alex.  Forbes. 

Wm.  Forbes  of  C ’agie  married  Isobell  Seaton,  daughter  to 
Wm.  Seaton  ofMinr'’s,  waose  bairns  bear  witnes  ymselves. 

Alex.  Foroes,  brother  to  Cragie,  married  Anna  Skeen,  daugh- 
ter to  Robert  Skeen,  b'irges  in  Abd,  who  did  bear  to  him  bairns 
who  bear  witnes  themselves, 

/ 
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Thomas  Forbss  of  Watertoun,  married  H.  Ramsay,  daughter 
to  the  Laird  of  Bamaine,  who  did  bear  to  him  Sr  John  Forbe^ 
of  Watertoune,  with  diverss  oy’r.  bairns  who  bear  witnes  them- 
selves. 

Sr  John  Forbes  of  Watertoime  married  Gordon,  daugh- 
ter to  the  Laird  of  Haddo,  who  did  bear  to  him  Thomas  Forbes 
of  ^^’’atertoune,  with  diverss  oy’r.  bairns  qo.  bear  witnes  them- 
selves. 

Thomas  Forbes  of  Wattertoune  married  Elizabeth  Nicolsone,, 
daughter  to  Sr  George  Nicolson  of  Balcaskie. 

Mr.  Wm.  Forbes  of  Fenzies  married  Sinclair,  daughter 

to  Sinclair  of  Harmston,  qo.  did  bear  to  him  bairns  who 

bear  witnes  ymselves.. 

Patrick  Forbes,  burges  in  Abd.  married  Rutherford,  daughter 
to  Rutherfoord,  provost  of  Abd.  qo.  did  tear  to  him  two 

daughters  ; one  married  to  Gil.  Skeen,  burges  in  Abd.  and  Jean 
married  to  John  Ingraham,  burges  in  Abd. 

Thus  having  spoken  of  the  succession  of  .Sr  John  Forbes 
of  Tolquhon,  knight,  let  us  begine  att  the  fourth  bro- 
ther, Alaster  came  Forbes  of  Brux,  who  being  in  great 
adversitie  with  the  Earle  of  Mar,  through  the  slaugh- 
ter of  Mouat,  Laird  of  Abergeldie,  after  great  troubles, 
as  sd  is,  the  sd.  Alaster  cam  again  in  favour  with  the 
sd.  Earle,  who  gave  him  in  marriage  the  daughter  of 
Sr  Henrie  Camron,  heretrix  of  the  lands  of  Brux,  to- 
gether with  the  Daach  of  Glencourie  and  Glencarvie» 


Alaster  came  got  on  his  wife  two  sons,  viz.  John  Forbes  with 
the  sleick  hair,  called  the  w'hit  Laird,  and  Duncan  Forbes  of 
Drummalachie. 

John  Forbes  with  the  sleick  hair,  called  the  whyt  Laird,  mar- 
ried Elizabeth  Gordon,  daughter  to  Alex.  Gordon  of  Cairnbur- 
row,  and  got  on  her  4 daughters;  one  married  on  Win.  Forbes 
ofDavan;  the  2d  on  John  Forbes  of  Cluny;  the  3d  on  Wm. 
Forbes  of  Terpersie;  the  fourth  on  Symon  Grant;  which  daugh- 
ters should  have  succeeded  to  the  I^aird  of  Brux,  but  vi^ere  put 
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Old  John  For- 
bes ot  Cults. 
TomoftheLoch. 


John  Forbes, 


A.lexr,  Forbes. 


by,  as  I shall  show  after ; and  the  sd.  Alaster  cam  had  a son 
called  John  Forbes,  called  old  John  Forbes  of  the  Cults,  and 
ane  oy’r.  son  called  Thomas  Forbes,  alias  Thom  of  the  Loch, 
gotten  both  on  ane  gentlewoman  called  Stewart ; as  to  ye  suc- 
cession of  the  four  daughters,  they  are  not  worthie  of  rehearsall, 
except  the  succession  of  Wm.  Forbes  of  Davan,  which  I have 
Spoken  in  the  description  of  Sr  Wm.  Forbes  of  Pitsligo’s  postc- 
ritie. 

As  to  the  successione  of  Duncan  Forbes  of  Drumalachie,  se- 
cond sone  to  Alaster  cam,  we  shall  speake  therof  in  his  owuc 
place,  according  to  our  methode ; and  first  we  goe  on  with  the 
lineall  descent  of  the  Laird  of  Brux. 

The  sd.  Duncan  Forbes  of  Drumalachie  falling  to  be  air  to 
his  brother,  John  with  the  sleick  hair,  called  the  white  Laird  of 
Brux,  since  the  said  John  had  no  airs  male,  but  daughters,  as 
said  is : the  sd.  Duncan  of  Drumalachie  married  Bessie  Crich- 
tone,  daughter  to  the  Laird  off  Conland,  who  did  bear  to  him 
three  sons  and  ane  daughter : the  name  of  the  eldest  son  was 
called  William  Forbes  of  Litle  KiMrimie,  who  was  predecessor 
of  the  house  of  Towie ; the  name  of  the  second  was  John  For- 
bes, called  the  glyed  Laird  of  Brux,  of  whom  is  descended  the 
house  of  Brux  ; the  name  of  the  third,  Mr.  John  Forbes,  par- 
Bone  of  Forbes ; the  name  of  the  daughter  was  Agnes  Forbes, 
married  on  the  Laird  of  Auchinhove  Dugat ; as  also  the  said 
Duncan  had  two  bastards,  viz.  Alexander  Forbes  of  Dmraala- 
chie,  alias  Alex.  Flesker ; altho*  William  Forbes  of  Kildrimmie 
was  eldest  sone  to  Duncan  of  Drumalachie,  yet  for  our  method’s 
sake,  to  carrie  doune  our  right  line  of  the  house  of  Brux,  w'e 
speake  first  of  John  Forbes  of  Brux,  called  the  glycl  Laird. 

John  Forbes  of  Brux,  alias  the  glyd  Laird,  second  sone  to 
Duncan  of  Drumalachie,  married  Agnes  Forbes,  daughter  to 
Arthur  Forbes  of  Reires,  who  did  bear'  to  him  Bessie  Forbes 
Lady  of  Echt,  and  after  the  deceass  of  the  sd.  Agnes,  the  sd. 
glyed  John  married  Mary  Gordon,  daughter  to  Robert  Gordon 
of  Fetterlester,  and  one  of  his  airs;  who  did  bear  to  him  Alex. 
Forbes,  Laird  of  Brux,  and  Margaret  and  Janet  Forbesses. 

Alexander  Forbes,  Laird  of  Brux,  sone  to  glyed  John,  married 
Marjorie  Forbes,  daughter  to  John  Lord  Forbes,  ^vho  did  bear 


il 


to  him  John  Forbes  of  Briix,  Alex.  Forbes  of  SinaharJ,  \Yrn. 

Forbes  of  , and  Duncan  Forbes  of  Bvth. 

, Nota. — The  above-named  Margaret  Forbes,  married  ong 
TIioinas  Gordon  of  Kinaldie,  and  Janet  her  sister  was  married 
to  John  Forbes  orBalfiulg. 

John  Forbes  of  Brux,  eldest  sone  to  Alexander  Forbes,  mar-  John  ForbeSi 
ried  Forbes,  daughter  to  Alex.  Forbes  of  Pitsligo,  called 

the  reid  Laird,  who  did  bear  to  him  John  Forbes  of  Brux,  Alex. 

Kobert,  James,  Win.  and  Duncan  Forbesses. 

John  Forbes  of  Brux  married  Elspet  Gordon,  daughter  to  John  Forbes, 
Aiichmenzie,  who  did  bear  to  him  John  Forbes  of  Brux. 

John  Forbes  of  Brux  married  Isobell  Gordon,  daughter  to  John  Forbes. 

Gordon  of  Cairnborrow,  who  did  bear  to  liiin  Arthur 
Forbes  of  Brux,  John,  Patrick,  Mr.  Win.  and  Adam  Forbesses: 
the  sd.  John,  Patrick,  Mr.  Wm.  had  no  successione:  vrith  divers 
daughters — the  one  married  on  the  Laird  of  Barns,  and  after 
Barns’  deceass,  she  was  married  to  Cowbine,  in  Murray;  ane 
other  married  to  Concardie  Burnet : Adam  Forbes,  married  to  , 

Jean  Strachan,  daughter  to  the  parsone  of  Kincarden,  whose 
posteritic  bear  witnes  themselves. 

Arthur  Forbes  of  Brux  married  Elizabeth  Murray,  daughter  Arthur  Forbes, 
to  Capt,  Patrick  Murray  of  Auchinhuive,  who  did  bear  to  him 
bairns  vrho  bear  witnes  themselves. 

Thus  having  spoken  of  the  right  line  of  John  Forbes; 

Laird  of  Brux,  followes  to  speake  of  his  collateral! 
line : John  begat  Alex,  and  Alex,  begat  John  of 
Brux; Alex,  in  Sinahard,  Wm.in  Savock  ; and  Dun- 
can in  Byth : with  three  daughters : one  married  to 
the  Laird  of  Glenkindie,  ane  other  to  Mr.  Walter  - 
Wilsone,  a third  on  John  Burnet,  burges  in  Aber- 
deen  : of  John  Forbes  ol  Brux  and  his  successione,  al~ 
readie  spoken:  nixt  to  the  rest  of  the  bairns. 

Alex.  Forbes  of  Sinahard  married  Forbes,  daughter  to  Sinahard 

Alex.  Forbes  of  Towie. 

Wm.  Forbes  of  Saphock  married  the  relict  of  David  Gordon  Saack: 
ofSaack,  and  therafter  married  Keith,  daughter  of  Ciach^ 
ria,  and  dyed  without  successione  of  either  of  them. 
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Byth.  Duncan  Forbes  of  Byth  married  Turvine,  daughter  to  the 

Laird  of  Foveran,  who  did  bear  to  him  John  Forbes  of  Byth,  Mr. 
Duncan  Forbes,  minister  of  Pitsligo,  and  Thomas  Forbes,  who^ 
with  ther  posterity,  bear  witnes  themselves. 

Thus  having  spoken  of  John  Forbes  of  Brux,  who  mar- 
ried Pitsligo’s  daughter,  and  of  his  eldest  sone,  John 
Forbes  of  Brux,  nixt  followes  to  speake  of  the  rest  of 
his  bairns,  viz.  of  Alex.  Forbes  of  Gellen,  of  Robert, 
Duncan,  James,  and  \Vm.  Forbesses,  with  four  daugh- 
ters. 

Mellon,  Alexander  Forbes  in  Gellen  married  Forbes,  daughter 

to  George  Forbes  of  Byth,  who  did  bear  to  him  Alex.  Forbes, 
who  dyed  in  Germany,  wt’out  succession,  wt.  two  daughters— 
one  married  on  Thomas  Forbes  of  Granholme,  ane  oy’r.  to 
Duncan  Forbes  of  Broomhill ; Duncan  Forbes  dyed  without  suc- 
cession. 

Wm.  Forbes  dyed  without  successione. 

Robert  Forbes  married  ye  Laird  of  Rires’  daughter,  who  did 
bear  to  him  Mr.  John  Forbes,  Robert  and  Duncan  Forbesses, 
qch  Robert  and  Duncan  dyed  wt’out  succession. 

Mr.  John  Forbes  married  Rickard,  daughter  to  George 

Rickard,  burges  in  Abd.  who  did  bear  to  him  Marjorie  Forbes, 
who  was  married  to  Pitfoddells. 

The  sd.  John  Forbes  had  two  bastard  sons — one  called  ble 
Willie,  and  ane  oy’r  called  Alex.  Forbes  of  the  Oard. 

Thus  having  spoken  of  the  lineal  1 and  collateral!  line 
of  John  Forbes  of  Brux,  in  the  nixt  place  followes  to 
speake  of  litle  Kildruinmie. 

Sildrimica  Wm.  Forbes  of  litle  Kildriimmie,  eldest  son  to  Duncan  For- 

bes of  Drumalachie,  married  Katharine  Seaton,  daughter  to  the 
Laird  of  Meldrum,  who  did  bear  to  him  Alex.  Forbes  of  Towie, 
Mr.  John  Forbes  of  Barns,  Wm.  Forbes  of  Ardmurdo,  with  di- 
verss  bairns,  goten  on  Elizabeth,  out  of  marriage,  but  therafter 
sjiaiTied  her  on  his  death-bed,  and  made  the  fsd,  bairns  lawful!, 
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Yiz.  young  John  Forbes,  who  was  slain  at  Pinkie,  and  had  no 
succession,  and  Thomas  Forbes,  who  passed  unto  Ross,  whose 
succession  remains  yi'.  yet ; and  Wm.  Forbes  dyed  in  Abergonie, 
whose  succession  remains  ther  yet ; As  also  the  sd.  Win.  Forbes 
of  Kildrimie  hade  two  bastard  sons,  whose  mother  was  called 
Glennie,  viz.  John  Forbes,  called  French  John,  who  dyed  in 
Abersiinthock ; the  oy’r  called  Duncan,  who  passed  to  Strath- 
naver,  whose  successione  is  y’r  as  yet. 

The  sd.  Win.  Forbes  of  Kildrimie  had  .also  four  daughters  j 
the  eldest  married  on  Thomas  Strauchine  of  Lenturk;  the  2d 
on  Alex.  Leslie  of  Wardhouss;  the  3d  on  Walter  Innes  of 
Toucks,  whose  succession  is  yr.  as  yet. 

The  sd.  Alex.  Forbes  of  Towie,  son  to  the  sd  Wm.  married 
Christian  Barclay,  daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Towie  Barclay,  who 
did  bear  to  hini  one  daughter,  Margaret,  who  was  married  on 
the  Laird  of  Cults  Forbes,  who  did  bear  to  him  ane  daughter, 
called  Elspet  Forbes ; and  after  ye  sd.  Christian’s  death,  the  sd„ 
Alex.  Forbes  of  Towie  married  Janet  Gordon,  daughter  to  Pa- 
trick Gordon  of  Haddo,  who  did  bear  to  him  John  Forbes  of 
Towie,  Alex,  and  Wm.  Forbesses,  and  Duncan  Forbes  in  Find- 
lost,  James  Forbes  in  Tonlev,  and  Pat.  Forbes,  with  Kathariile, 
who  was  married  on  George  Gordon  of  Lesmoir,  and  Elizabeth, 
who  was  married  pn  John  Calwill  of  Aslounb ; the  succession  of 
ye  rest  not  worthie  of  memorie. 

John  Forbes  of  Towie  married  Grant,  daughter  to  John 
Grant  of  Bandallach,  who  did  bear  to  him  a son,  who  was  un- 
mercifullie  murdered  in  the  castell  of  CorgafFe,  and  after  the  de- 
ceass  ol  Bandallach’s  daughter,  the  sd.  John  Forbes  married  Mar- 
garet Campbell,  daughter  to  Sr  John  Campbell  of  Calder,  knight, 
who  did  bear  him  3 sons— Alex.  Forbes  of  Towie,  John  Forbes, 
yr’after  of  Towie,  and  Wm.  Forbes. 

Alexander  Forbes  of  Towie  married  Elizabeth  Forbes,  daugh- 
ter to  Mr.  Duncan  Forbes  of  Monymusk,  and  yr’after  to  the 
Laird  of  Glenkindie;  and  ye  sd.  Alex.  Forbes  dyed  but  succes- 
sione: also  the  sd.  John  Forbes  of  Towie,  after  the  murder  o f 
Margaret  Campbell,  married  Forbes,  daughter  to  the 

Reires,  who  tiid  bear  to  him  Arthur  Forbes,  Livetenant  Colonel! 


Towie, 


John  ForbeSi. 


A1©2.  Forbe;;^ 
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Barues. 


Maclcay,"^  who  dyed  in  Germanic,  with  his  son,  Capt. Arthur ; af- 
ter the  death  of  the  sd.  Alex.  Forbes  of  Towie,  John  Forbes,  his 
second  brother,  succeeded  to  ye  land,  qch  John  Forbes  married 
Sumner,  daii2;hterto  tiie  Laird  of  Broadie,  vrho  did  bear 
to  him  Alex.  Forbes  of  Towie,  and  Arthur  Forbes,  c.dled  black 
Arthur  of  To’vvie.  In  the  person  of  the  sd.  Alex,  the  succession 
pf  ye  hoiiss  of  Towie  faitled  ; William  Forbes,  dyed  but  succes- 
sion ; the  rest  of  ye  sd.  Margaret  Campbell’s  bairns,  with  herself, 
were  mmiercifullie  murdered  in  the  castle  of  Corgaffe. 

Duncan  Forbes,  in  Findlest,  married  a daughter  of  James 
Gordon  of  Leshmoir. 

James  Forbes  of  Tondley  married  Agnes  Calder,  daughter  to 
John  Calder  of  Asloune,  w'ho  did  bear  to  him  John  Forbes  of 
Forchlie,  and  James  Forbes,  qo.  went  to  Dantzick,  and  never 
returned.  John  Forbes  of  Forchlie  married  Elspet  Forbes, 
daughter  to  Rot.  Forbes,  brother  to  Briix,  who  did  bear  to  him 
Arthur  Forbes,  (called  Arthur  of  Overlovvie)  and  Alex.  andRot«  > 
Forbesses,  whose  bairns  bear  witnes  ymseives. 

The  sd.  John  Forbes  had  a brother,  qo  was  a bastard,  called 
Wm.  Forbes  of  Ardgeight.  ' ' • 

Mr.  John  Forbes  of  Barnes,  brother  to  the  sd.  Alex,  of  Towie, 
married  Bessie  Leith,  heretrix  of  the  half  lands  of  Barnes,  who 
did  hear  to  him  James,  Wm.  Duncan,  and  John  Forbesses. 

James  Forbes,  eldest  son  to  ye  sd.  John,  dyed  in  Pinkie,  and 
Wm.  Forbes  succeeded  him,  who  married  Lundie,  daugh- 

ter to  tlie  Laird  of  Bonname,  who  did  bear  to  him. 

Wm.  Forl>es  of  Ardrnurdo,  third  son  to  Wm.  Forbes  of  Kil- 
drimie,  married  Margarel;  Lundie,  Ladie  Airdes,  who  did  bear  , 
to  iiiui  Job  Forbes  of  Ardmurdo  : the  fd.  John  Forbes  of  Ard- 
imirdo  married  Graham,  daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Mor- 

phie,  who  i!id  bear  to  him  Mr.  Alex  Forbes,  bishop  of  Abd.  and 
John  Forbes  of  Ardmurdo;  John  Forbes  of  Ardmurdo  married 
Forbes,  daugljter  to  John  Forbes  of  Towie,  who  did  bear 
to  him  John  Forbes  of  Ardmurdo  andlsobcll  Forbes,  wdio  was 
married  to  David  Farqrson  of  Balfedie. 


* This  certainly  indicates  an  identity  in  the  names  of  Forbes  and 
Mack  ay  ' 


John  Forbes  oF  Ardimirdo  married  Forbes,  daughter  to 

Kiiapernay,  who  did  bear  to  him  bairns  who  bear  witnes  them- 
vselves. 

Mr.  Ales.  Forbes,  bishope  oF  Aberdeen,  married  Christian 
Straton,  daughter  to  the  Laird  oF  Crigie,  who  bear  to  him  Wm. 
Forbes,  Collonell  Alex.  Forbes,  Mr.  John  Forbes,  parson  of 
Auchteriess,  Rot.  Forbes,  Capt.  Arthur  Forbes,  George  Forbes, 
and  Bernard  Forbes,  of  w’hose  succcssione  yr.  is  no  mention, 
with  three  daughters — Marjorie  married  on  Andrew  Straton  of 
Warbeton  ; Isobell  onGcorge  Forbes  of  Alathens;  Jean  married 
to  Pdr.  Rot.  Lighten,  son  to  the  Laird  of  Ussine. 

Thus  having  spoken  of  Alaster  cam  his  sons,  wdtii  Sr 
, Henrie  Camron’s  daughter,  in  the  nixt  place  followes 

to  be  spoken  of  the  two  sons  which  he  begot  on  the 
gentlewoman  called  Stewart,  to  wilt,  of  John  Forbes 
and  Thomas  Forbes.  And  first  of  John. 

John  Forbes,  son  to  Alaster  cam,  married  Katharine  CoiitSj 
who  did  bear  to  him  Duncan  and  John  Forbesses. 

Duncan  Forbes  married  Marjorie  Gordon,  relict  to  Thomas 
Lumsden  of  Cushnie,  who  did  beai\to  him  two  daughters — one 
married  toWm.  Gordon,  (called  \Vm.  with  the  head) ; the  other 
married  on  Duncan  Tand*- ; the  sd.  Duncan  dyed  without  issue, 

John  Forbes,  brother  to  the  sd.  Dnncr.n,  (called  John  of  God’s 
grace)  who  married  Christian  Forbes,  relict  of  Alex.  Lindsay^ 
who  did  bear  to  him  John  and  Duncan  Forbesses,  and  ane 
daughter  called  Christian. 

John  Forbes  dyed  young  without  succession. 

Duncan  Forbes  succeeded  to  ye  half  of  tlie  lands  oF Cults,  and 
was  calle>l  Baron  •'~’ults. 

'Duncan  Forbes  of  Cui"-;  married  Margaret  Forbes,  daughtef 
ter  the  Laird  of  Towie,  who  diu  I?'''-  ''  to  him  Elspet  Forbes,  qch 
Eispet  succeeded  to  the  half  lancis  of  Cults,  and  she  married 
Patrick  Forbes,  son  to  Pat.  Forbes  of  Cor.->s,  of  whose  succes- 
sione  wee  have  spoken  of  aliv.udie  in  the  geneaiogie  of  the  houss 
of  Corss ; Ciiristian  Forbes,  mother  to  the  Baron  of  Cults  aibre- 
said  her  husband  (Joim  of  God’s-grace)  being  killed  at  Flow- 
downe,  married  James  Douglas  of  ’liiliequhiihc,  and  aired  his 
land, 
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Tills  John,  called  old  John,  had  a brother  called  young  John  ^ 
who  was  nis  mother,  I am  not  certain. 

Young  John  Forbes  had  a son  called  Will  of  Glencarvie;  old 
Win.  Forbes  had  diverss  sons,  such  as  Andrew  Forbes,  Tillie- 
hardorF,  John  Forbes  in  Newtoune  of  Brux,  James  Mulraik’s  fa- 
ther, John  Forbes  in  Newtoune,  to  his  sons,  Sinker,  Sandic,  Sr 
Duncan  Forbes,  wt  some  oy’rs,  whose  posteritie  is  worneout. 

Thoma^  Forbes,  the  oy’r  son  of  Alaster  cam,  called  Thom  in 
the  Locn,  married  ?vIarjorie  Stewart,  brother’s  daughter  to  the 
Earle  of  Marr,  and  heretrix  of  the  Lands  o!  Echt,  who  did  bear 
to  him  ,5  sons,  viz.  Alex,  elder,  Alex,  younger,  and  John  Forbes, 
called  John  Ower. 

Alexander,  elder,  married  to  Skeen,  sister  to  Gilbert 

Skeen  of  that  ilk,  who  did  bear  to  him  one  son  called  John 
Forbes,  witli  three  daughters — one  married  to  Robert  Stewart, 
son  to  Bobert  Stewart  of  Laithers ; ane  oy’r  to  Alex.  Morison, 
and  after  his  deceass,  on  Donald  Shand;  the  3d  married  to 
Alex.  Riock,  and  yr’after  to  Aiex.  Burnet  of  Leys. 

John  Forbes  of  Edit,  son  to  Alex.  Elder,  married  Margaret 
Stewart,  sister  to  Rot.  Stewart  of  Laithers,  who  did  bear  to  him 
eight  sons,  viz.  Alexander,  Wm.  John,  Rot.  Alex.  James,  Tho- 
mas, and  Gilbert  Forbesses,  with  two  daughters:  one  married  to 
Wm.  Cumine,  and  yr’after  to  Richard  Irvine  of  Coierlie ; the 
oy’r.  married  to  one  Wm.  Wiseman. 

Alexander  Forbes  of  Echt,  son  to  John  Forbes,  married 
Gordon,  daughter  to  John  Gordon  of  Innermarkie,  who  did  bear 
to  him  Rot.  Forbes  of  Echt. 

% 

As  to  the  succession  of  the  rest  of  the  seven  bretheren 
above  mentioned,  in  ther  own  place ; only  first,  we 
goe  on  with  the  lineall  descent  of  the  houss  of  Echt, 
according  to  our  method. 

Robert  Forbes  of  Echt  married  Bessie  Forbes,  daughter  to 
John  Forbes  of  Brux,  who  did  bear  to  him  seven  sons,  viz.  John, 
Alex.  Robert,  Mr.  Win.  Mr.  Arthur,  James  and  John  Forbesses, 
and  one  daughter  married  on  Wm.Chein  of  Arnadge;  and  after 
the  deceass  of  Brux  daughter,  the  sd.  Robert  married 
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CoiitiJj  daughter  to  Donald  Gouts  of  Colerlie ; John  and  Alex„ 
Forbesses,  sons  to  the  above  Alex.  Robert  dyed,  both  unmarried, 
so  that  the  succession  fell  to  Robert,  third  son  to  the  above 
Alex,  Robert. 

Robert  Forbes  of  Echt  married  Janet  Fraser,  daughter  to  the 
Laird  of  Duires,  and  relict  of  John  Chein  of  Arnage,  who  did 
bear  to  him  John  Forbes,  Laird  of  Echt,  with  a daughter  called 
Barbara,  who  was  married  to  James  Gordon,  sone  to  George 
Gordon  of  Lesmorr,  and  yr’after  to  Gilbert  Skeen,  son  to  the 
Laird  of  Skeen, 

John  Forbes  of  Echt,  son  to  the  sd.  Robert,  married  Helen 
Strauchin,  daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Thorntoune,  who  did  bear 
to  him  John  Forbes;  and  both  the  Johns,  lather  and  son,  dyed 
without  succession  : the  estate  fell  by  lyne  to  Mr.  Arthur  For- 
bes, who  was  married  to  Bessie  Lyon,  relict  of  John  Master  of 
Forbes,  who  dyed  without  succession. 

Mr.  Arthur  Forbes  married  Margaret  Burnet,  daughter  to  the 
Laird  of  Lyes,  who  bear  to  him  Robert  Forbes,  who,  after  his 
father,  Mr.  Arthur’s  death,  fell  to  be  Laird  of  Echt, 

Robert  Forbes  of  Echt  married  Burnet,  daughter  to 

the  Laird  of  Lyes,  who  did  bear  to  him  Arthur  Forbes  of  Echt, 
■and  Capt.  Thomas  Forbes  of  Knockwharnie. 

Arthur  Forbes  of  Echt  married  Anna  Forbes,  daughter  to  the 
Lord  Forbes,  who  did  bear  to  him  bairns  qo.  bear  witnes  them* 
selves : and  Thomas  Forbes  of  Knogwharnie  m.arried 
Forbes,  daughter  to  Pat.  Forbes  of  Westerecht,  qo.  did  bear  to 
him  bairns  qo.  bear  witnes  ymselves. 

Thus  having  spoken  of  Alex.  Forbes,  eldest  son  of  the 
eight  sons  of  John  Forbes  of  Echt,  followes  to  speake 
of  the  collateral!  lyne  of  sd.  John  Forbes,  viz.  of  his 
oy’r.  seven  sons : and  first  of  Wra.  his  second  son. 

William  Forbes  dyed  in  Flowdowne,  without  succession. 

John  Forbes,  the  third  son,  married  Strauchan,  daughter  to 
the  Laird  of  Lenturk,  who  did  bear  to  him  Alex.  Forbes  in  Til= 
lechink,  and  his  brother  Wm,  Forbes. 
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^ Robert  Forbes,  the  fourth  brother,  married  Fraser, 

daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Doars,  who  did  bear  to  him,  Alex. 
George,  Wm.  and  Arthur  Forbesses. 

Alexander,  the  fyfth  brotlier,  married  Caddell,  daugh- 

ter to  the  Laird  of  Aslounc,  who  did  bear  to  him. 

Thomas  Forbes,  the  sext  brother,  married  Chreighton, 

daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Conland. 

Gilbert  Forbes  dyed  unmarried. 

James  Forbes,  the  eight  brother,  married  GorcIoi\ 

daughter  to  Gordon  of  Invermarkle. 


Thus  having  spoken  of  John  Forbes  of  F cht  his  eight  sons, 
followes  to  speake  of  the  collateral!  lyue  of  Robert 
Forbes  of  Edit,  who  married  Brux  daughter,  who  did 
bear  to  him  seven  sons,  alreadie  spoken  of,  John, 
Alex.  Wm.  and  Mr.  Arthur,  rests  to  speake  of  Jamei 
Forbes,  qo.  married  8keen,  daughter  to  the  Ld. 

of  Skeen,  qo.  did  bear  to  him  Mr.  Rot.  Forbes  of  Fin. 
nersie,*  and  minister  of  Edit,  with  some  oy’r.  brethe- 
ren,  who  dyed  without  succession. 

Mr.  Rot.  Forbes,  forsd.  married  Arbuthnott,  who  did 

bear  to  him  Mr.  Alex.  Forbes  of  Finrassie,  with  divers  daugh- 
ters ; one  married  to  Robert  Dugal,  son  to  the  Laird  of  Audi- 
inhuife. 

Mr.  Alexander  Forbes  of  Findrassie  married  Simpson, 

daughter  to  Wm.  Simpson,  burges  in  Edinburg,  who  did  bear  to 
him  bairns  qt.  bear  witnes  ymselves. 

John  Forbes,  the  youngest  of  the  seven  bretheren,  married 
Fraser,  daughter  to  Mr.  George  Fraser,  who  did  bear  to 
him  John  Forbes,  called  John  of  West  Edit,  and  Rot.  Forbes. 

In  the  next  place  followes  to  speake  of  John  Forbes,  cal- 
led John  ower,  third  son  to  Thomas  Forbes,  called 
Thom  in  the  Loch,  which  John  married  Garioch,  with 
whom  he  got  the  lands  of  Tilliegonie,  who  did  bear  to’ 
him  Duncan  Forbes,  called  John  ower’s  son. 

*'This  word  is  spelt  tl;ree  differsnl  wa)s  in  5..n;,c  page,  which  msj* 
be  remarked  of  many  other  words  in  Mr.  Lumsden’s  work, 
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Duncan  Forbes,  called  Duncan  John  ower’s  son,  married 
Skeen,  daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Skeen,  who  did  bear  to 
him  John  Forbes,  called  John  with  the  ha’  slang. 

John  Forbes,  called  John  with  the  ha’  slang,  married 
Turing,  daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Foverane,  who  did  bear  to  him 
John  Forbes  of  Tilliegonie. 

John  Forbes  of  Tilliegonie  married  Dumbrek,  daugh- 
ter to  the  Laird  of  Dumbrek,  who  did  bear  to  him 

Thus  having  spoken  of  John  ower,  third  son  to  Tom  in  the 
loch,  and  his  succession,  in  the  nixt  place  foliowes  to 
speake  of  Alex.  Forbes,  son  to  Tom  in  the  loch,  cal- 
led Alex,  younger. 

Alexander  Forbes,  younger,  had  a son  called  James'Forbes  in 
Larie,  with  ane  oy’r,  who  was  ane  broken  man,  whose  succes- 
sion is  notworthie  ofmemorie. 

James  Forbes  in  Larie  had  5 sons,  Wm.  John,  and  Alex,  cal- 
led meikle  Sandie  of  Stradie. 

William  Forbes,  called  Win.  of  Keithmarre,  married 
Gordon,  qo  did  bear  to  him  John  Forbes,  qo  dyed  without  suc- 
cession, and  Wm.  Forbes  of  Keith  More,  and  Mr.  James  Forbes, 
reader  in  Tillieness,  with  divers  oy’r  bairns. 

.John  Forbes,  son  to  James  Forbes  of  Larie,  hade  a son  called 
Scots  Sandie. 

Alex.  Forbes,  called  meikle  Sandie,  in  Stradie. 

This  being  spoken  of  Alaster  cam  of  Brux,  now  rests  to 
speake  of  three  bastard  sons  to  Sr  John  Forbes,  knight, 
of  Driminor,  to-wit,  Duncan,  called  evill  Duncan, 
Malcolm,  and  John  out  with  the  sword : and  first  of 
evill  Duncan,  who  was  predecessor  of  the  houss  of 
Auchintoull. 

Duncan’Forbes,  called  evill  Duncan  of  Auchintoull,  obtained 
the  lands  of  Auchintoull  frae  ane  brother  of  the  Earle  of  Marf, 
called  Durvet ; and  after  he  had  possessed  the  sd.  lands  a long 
tyme,  he  departed  but  lawful  succession,  except  two  daughters  j 
one  married  on  Haughton  Caddell ; the  other  on  a gentleman  in 
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the  Meirns,  called  Rait.  The  posteritic  of  the  daughter  'vviu? 
married  Caddell,  briiiks  the  haill  lands  of  Aiichintoull,  asyet  the 
oy’r  half  pertaining  to  Rait. 

Thomas  Forbes,  bastard  son  to  the  sd.  Duncan,  medled  with 
the  same  but  litle,  and  his  posteritie  bruiks  the  same  in  maner, 
as  is  known,  and  the  fd.  Duncan  had  ane  bastard  daughter,  cah 
led  Jean  Forbes,  who  was  married  on  David  Donaldsons,  of 
whom  descended  the  houss  of  Clandavie. 

I'homas  Forbes,  bastard,  as  sd.  is,  married  ane  gentlewoman, 
called  Christian  Fraser,  and  got  on  her  ane  good  man,  who  has 
been  stout  in  that  houss  since  he  departed,  called  George  For- 
bes, who  hade  seven  or  eight  sons,  whose  succession  and  works  I 
will  not  tire  me  to  v/ritt,  nor  the  reader  to  rehearss. 

George  Forbes  of  Aiichintoull  married  Bessie  Leslie,  daughter 
to  Sr  Wm.  Leslie  of  Balquhan,  and  got  on  her  Alexr.  Forbes  of 
Auchintoull,  Mr.  Vvhn.  Forbes,  John  Forbes  in  Asloune,  with 
some  daughters,  to-w-itt,  the  Ladie  Auchinhuive  and  the  Ladie 
Blackhall. 

Alexander  Forbes  of  Auchintoull,  son  to  George  Forbes,  mar- 
ried Seaton,  daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Meldrum,  and  got  on 
her  James  Forbes  of  Auchintoull,  Wm.  Forbes  of  Carnaverain, 
and  Thomas  Forbes ; John  Forbes  in  Asloune  dyed  but  succes- 
sione,  except  two  daughters,  one  married  onWm.Norie  inFintray, 
the  oy’r.  on  Alan  Grant. 

Mr.  Wm.  Forbes,  son  to  George  Forbes,  married  Margaret 
Riitherfoord,  and  got  on  lier  Mr.  George  Forbes  of  Byth,  Wm. 
Forbes  in  Dantzigk,  and  John  Forbes  in  Badiach,  with  three 
daughters,  Mdiose  posteritie  is  not  worthie  of  memorie,  except 
Normand  Leslie,  gotten  on  the  youngest  daughter,  be  John 
Leslie  of  Balquhanie. 

Mr.  George  Forbes  of  Byth  married  Bannerman,  daughter  to 
the  L.  of  Wattertoune,  and  got  on  her  ane  daughter,  married  on 
Al.  Forbes  of  Gollan. 

Wm.  Forbes  in  Dantzigk  his  successione,  to  me  uncertaine, 
by  reason  of  the  great  distance  betwixt  our  dwellings,  John 
Forbes  in  Broadhaugh,  his  successione  not  worthie  of  memories 
James  Forbes  in  Auchintoull,  sone  to  Alex,  of  Auchintoull,  mar- 
ried Margaret  Leslvj  daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Balquhoin,  whc>' 
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did  bear  to  him  Alex.  Forbes  of  Auchintoull,  Wm.  George  and 
''J’homas  Forbesses : Wjji.  George  dyed  but  successione ; Alexr, 
Forbes  of  Auchintoull,  sone  to  James  Forbes,  married  Buchan, 
daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Auchmacoy,  who  did  bear  to  him. 

Wm.  Forbes  of  Cairncoullie  married  Janet  Garioch,  and  got 
on  her  Alex.  Forbes  of  Cairncoullie,  and  Thomas;  his  brother 
Thomas  dyed  without  successione:  some  of  the  posterity  of 
Alexander  went  to  Caithness,  as  one  Arthur,  who  married  the 
Laird  Dumbeith  Sinclair’s  daughter. 

This  having  spoken  of  the  fyve  brethren  forsd.  I will 
speake  something  to  furder  tlie  purpose  of  Malcome 
Forbes,  who  lived  ryatously  in  Strathdone,  Glenbucket, 
and  thorogt  of  the  Highland  country. 

Malcome  Forbes,  when  he  hade  spended  his  tyme  with  rya- 
tous  living,  and  in  spending  the  geir,  departed  and  left  behind 
him  a sone  called  John,  and  in  the  Flighland  inaner  called  him 
John  Malcomson,  wdio  succeeded  his  father  in  geir  and  maners, 
thought  it  honest  and  profitable  to  bruik  such  possessions  as  his 
father  hade  in  handling,  and  in  speciall  the  Bailliary  of  Bremarr, 
through  the  which,  contention  raise  betVv'ixt  him  and  the  Keyrs 
of  Rotliiemurchu^,  wher  he  was  slaine  be  the  forsd.  Keyrs,  at 
ane  place  called  Craigland,  and  left  behind  him  three  sons,  to- 
witt,  Robert,  Alexr.  and  Malcome:  Robert  dyed  but  successione, 
exbept  ane  daughter  only,  who  was  mother  afterward  to  George 
Keith  the  outlaw. 

Alexr.  Iiade  ane  sone,  of  whom  I tyre  me  to  wroitt. 

Malcome  hade  four  sons  gotten  on  the  Laird  of  Leyes  daugh- 
ter, Burnet,  viz.  John  Forbes  of  Culquhany,  Robert  of  Buchan, 
James  Forbes  of  Lcidinacoy,  and  Peter  Forbes  of  Argeight,  and 
ane  gotten  on  Nairne,  called  William  in  Newe. 

John  Forbes  of  Culquhary  married  Abercrombie,  who 

did  bear  to  him  Robert  Forbes,  married  Bisset,  daughter  to  the 
Laird  of  Lessendry. 

James  Forbes  of  Lerdmacoy  married  a daughter  of  Findlay 
Farqrson’s;  Peter  of  Argeght  married  Keith. 
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Culquliarlc. 

Buchan. 

Leidrnacoy. 

Argight, 


Mr.  Lumstlen’s 
Gloss. 


This  being  spoken  of  tlie  six  brethren  forscl,  I will  make 
a rehearsall  of  the  seventh,  called  John  Forbes,  alias 
John  out  with  the  sword. 

John  Forbes,  called  John  out  with  the  sword,  ane  man  of 
broken  life,  being  informed  against  of  great  extortion,  it  came 
to  the  king’s  ears,  who  wrote  to  Sir  Alexander  Forbes  of  Dri- 
minor,  to  put  remedie  therin,  and  if  he  would  not,  he  would 
charge  others  to  the  same  effect,  and  upon  this  writting,  Sr  Alex. 
Forbes  took  him  at  the  kirk  of  Forbes,  and  strack  of  his  head, 
and  caused  yerd  him  behind  the  church,  and  sett  his  grave  about 
with  tippet  stones,  wher  it  remains  as  yet  to  testifie  the  same. 

Now  have  I written  this  with  my  hand. 

At  John  Maister  of  Forbes’  command; 

That  thing  he  promised  me  I have  wone, 

A good  hand-bow,  or  a long  gunn. 

Or  forbears.  Lord  or  Knight, 

With  manhood  and  wisdom  keeped  their  right. 

I pray  to  God  to  give  us  grace. 

Ilk  man  according  to  his  place. 

To  keep  the  bruit  our  elders  wane. 

And  end  with  honor  as  they  begane. 


53 


J?HE  Editor,  who  has  given  a few  notes  to  the  Genealogy,  may 
add  a remark  which  will  every  where,  in  perusing  that  treatise, 
strike  the  reader  as  just,  viz.  that  there  is  not  in  the  whole  the 
smallest  attempt  to  exaggerate  or  paint  the  plain  facts,  in  brighter 
colours  than  they  naturally  bear;  so  far  from  any  thing  like  this 
being  the  case,  it  is  certain,  that  the  narrative  is  remarkably 
homely  cind  honest,  and  devoid  of  the  smallest  a rtiiice,  partiality, 
or  eulogy ; and  that  had  the  author  pleased,  he  had  lull  grounds 
for  very  ample  embeilislmient,  for  it  is  a fact,  that  no  one  family 
distinguished  itself,  in  by  far  the  most. glorious  period  of  Scotcii 
history,  the  “ Bruce  Days,”  niore  than  the  Family  of  Forbes. 
Mr.  Lnrasden  has  evidently  written,  not  to  indulge  any  vanity  to 
which  the  Master  of  Forbes  might  incline,  but  to  give  him  an  accu- 
rate knowledge  of  the  connections  and  descents  of  tiie  faiuiiies 
allied  to  his  ov/n  house.  Independent  of  the  notices  already 
stated,  we  find  that  (as  Mr.  Lurnsden  says)  though  the  whole 
surname  of  Forbes  \vas  inlaiked  (or  put  hors  de  combat)  at  the 
dreadful  surprise  and  slaughter  of  Dupplin,  yet  Thomas  cle  Bois 
is  among  the  number  of  chief  men  recorded,  a;:  killed  the  year  after 
that  defeat,  at  the  battle  of  Hallidon  Ilil),  19th  July,  1353,  and 
Humphry  de  Bois,  among  the  great  men  slam  at  the  battle  of 
Durham,  17th  October,  1546;  and  there  is  no  doubt  that  the 
family  was  great,  and  distinguished  for  valour  and  nobility,  as 
early  as  the  use  of  surnames  became  a vehicle  for  carrying  down 
the  exploits  of  families  along  the  stream  of  time.  Baliol  and 
Bruce  were  the  first  of  the  ScotchKings  distinguished  by  surnames ; 
and  though  Henry  II.  had  sometime  before  intro Juced  his  Ange- 
vine  surname  of  Plantagenet,  to  distinguish  theEnglish  RoyalFami- 
ly,and  even  as  early  as  the  reign  of  Malcolm  III. (1057, 1095)an  or- 
der was  issued  for  persons  to  take  surnames  from  places,  yet  it  is 
certain,  that  the  use  of  any  such  auditions  was  very  partially  and 
slowly  introduced  among  the  rude  and  barbarous  natives  of 
Scotland,  and  made  little  progress  till  the  l5th  century;  and 


that  the  surname  of  Dc  Bols  is  among  tiie  first  recorded  in  the 
history  of  the  transcendent  deeds  of  Scotland.  We  have  no 
doubt  that  the  family  of  De  Bois,  or  Forbes,  came  from  France, 
as  the  name  and  even  the  tradition  stateil  by  Mr.  William  For- 
bes indicates.  Many  other  noble  Scotch  families,  such  as  Gor- 
don,  Fraser,  Montgomeiy,  Somerville,  &c.  have,  like  that  of  For- 
bes, probably  owed  their  rise  in  Scotland  to  the  valour  and  ac- 
complishments of  foreign  Knights  or  men  at  arms,  who,  in  the 
dark  and  barbarous  ages  of  the  Scotch  Court,  were  sure  to  make 
their  fortunes,  by  ingratiating  themselves  with  the  King  by  their 
personal  merit,  elegance,  or  knowledge  of  the  rules  and  practice 
of  arms.  These  were  certain  means  to  obtain  fortune  and  rank 
long  after  those  families  had  become  potent  and  naturalized  in 
Scotland  ; and  the  trade  of  arms  was  the  most  profitable  as  well 
as  honourable  profession  over  all  Europe,  even  till  the  end  of 
the  16th  century. 

Forfeitures  or  conquests  insured  to  these  errant  warriors  an  ample 
remuneration  for  their  services ; and  so  ardent  were  they  in  con- 
tinuing their  wandering  adventures,  that  ample  estates  were  of- 
ten held  less  eligible,  than  comparatively  trilling,  but  more  por- 
table sums  of  money.  The  name  of  De  Bois  has  a manifest  de- 
rivation from  the  abode  of  its  founder,  bein^  in  a forest  or  wood, 
or  from  his  being  the  Lord  or  Proprietor  of  one;  and  perhaps 
the  bears  or  boars,  the  confusion  of  which  Lord  Hales  was  puz- 
zled to  unravel,  may  have  a very  natural  analogy  to  the  origin 
of  the  family,  as  being,  like  the  first  De  Bois,  the  inhabitants  of 
the  forest,  and  probably  disputing  the  sovereignty  of  it  unsuc- 
cessfully with  the  first  person  who  decorated  his  shield  with  the 
triumphant  exhibition  of  their  heads;  for  heraldry  is  nothing 
but  a sort  of  hieroglypliicai  narrative  of  events,  either  preserved 
in  the  historic  page  in  other  characters,  or  else  lost  through  the 
uncertain  explanation  of  the  herrddric  emblems. 

Many  of  the  surname  went  (as  the  Genealogy  states)  to  fo- 
reign kingdoms ; and  we  believe  that  their  descendants  arc  still 
in  respectable  situations  in  those  countries  mentioned,  and  like- 
wise m Poland.  The  surnames  of  De  Bois  and  of  Fraser,  we 
believe,  were  fully  as  often  conspicuous  as  any  other  in  the  “Bruce 
Days.”  The  first  was  so  fortunate  as  to  appear  only  in  one  in- 
stance ui  the  Kagman’s  Roil  of  Submissions^  in  1292,  1296-7. 
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'^his  was  Tliomas  Bois,  wlio  is  rather  inferred  by  Mr.  Nisbet  to 
have  been  of  the  family  of  Panbride,  of  which,  he  asserts,  Mr, 
Hector  Eoece  was  a son.  Many  of  the  warriors  who  subscribed  this 
roll,  afterwards  amply  revenged  their  season  of  humiliation,  when 
the  fortnues  and  heroism  of  Bruce  reared  the  standard  of  their 
country,  and  prepared  the  glorious  result  of  the  field  of  Ban- 
nockburn. 

Mr.  Lumsden’s  Work  shews,  that  the  Forbesses  suffered  at 
the  battle  of  Flowden  field,^  1513,  vv^hich  filled  Scotland  with 


* Allace  ! quhair  bin  that  richt  redoutit  Roy  ; 

That  potent  Prince,  gentil  King  Janies  the  Feird  ? 
I pray  to  Christ  his  soull  for  to  convoy, 

Ane  greiter  nobill  rang  not  into  the  eird. 

0 Atropus  ! warie  we  may  thy  weird  ; 

For  he  was  mirrour  of  humility, 

Leid-stein  and  lamp  of  liberality. 

During  his  time  sa  justice  did  prevaill, 

The  savage  iles  trymblit  for  terronr; 

Fskdale,  Ewisdale,  Liddisdale,  and  Annandailb 
Durst  not  rebel,  douting  his  dyntis  dour  j 
And  of  his  Lordis  had  sic  perfite  favour, 

Sa  for  to  schaw  that  he  effeirit  na  fone, 

Out  throw  his  realme  he  wald  ride  him  alone. 

And  of  his  Court  throw  Europe  sprang  the  fams 
Of  lustic  Lordis,  and  lufesura  Ladyis  ying; 
Triumphand  tornayis,  justing  and  knichtlie  garngj 
With  all  pastime,  according  for  a King. 

He  was  the  gloir  of  Princely  governing, 

Quhilk  throw  the  ardent  lufe  he  had  to  Faance^ 
Agains  Ingland  did  move  his  ordinance. 

Of  Flowdoun  field  rewyne  to  revolve. 

Of  that  maist  dolent  day  for  till  deploir 

1 mytt,  for  dreid  that  dolour  you  dissolve; 
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mourners,  and  extinguished  many  noble  families;  the  defeat  was 
occasioned  by  the  chivalrous  spirit  of  James  IV.  who  first  chal- 
lenged the  Duke  of  Norfolk  to  single  combat,  which  was  de- 
clined ; this  challenge  was  even  opposed  by  the  Scotch  Courtiers, 
who  said,  “ it  was  beneath  the  King’s  dignity  to  fight  with  the 
old  carl.”  The  Duke’s  army  had  to  cross  a bridge  to  the  attack 
of  the  Scotch  ; and  when  Borthwick,  the  master  of  the  artillery, 
wished  to  cannonade  theEnglish  from  ground  of  great  advantage, 
the  King  was  so  enraged,  that  he  vowed  to  hang  him  at  his  own 
door,  if  he  lived  to  return  to  Scotland,  and  ordered  that  not  a 
shot  should  be  fired  until  the  enemy  had  effected  the  passage. 
Defeat  naturally  followed  such  maxims  of  warfare.  James  IV. 
was  slain,  and  his  body  has  since  been  w’ell  known  to  have  been 
kept  for  many  years  in  a box  in  a lumber  room  of  a nobleman’s 
house,  near  London,  and  not  left  on  the  field  as  it  was  long  the 
prevailing  belief. 

The  loss  of  the  Forbesses  at  Pinkie,  1547,  seems  to  have  been 
immense ; that  battle  was  fought  when  Mr.  Lumsden  w'as  in  his 
prime;  in  the  fight  and  pursuit,  the  Scotch  lost  above  10,000 
men  in  slain,  being  hunted  and  cut  down  by  the  numerous  and 
well-appointed  English  cavalry,  all  the  way  to  the  gates  of  Edin= 


Schawhow'  that  Prince  in  Iks  triumphand  gloir 
Destroyit  was  : quhat  neidis  proves  raoir  ? 

Not  be  the  vertew  of  the  Inglis  ordinance, 

But  be  his  owin  wilfull  misgovernance. 

Allace!  That  day  had  he  bin  counsellabill. 

He  had  obtenit  laud,  gloir,  and  victory  ; 

Qubais  piteous  process  bin  sa  lamentabill, 

I mytt  at  lenth  it  put  in  memory.. 

I never  read  in  tragedy  nor  story, 

At  ane  jornay  sa  mony  nobillis  slane, 

For  the  defence  and  lufe  of  thair  soverane. 

Lindsay's  Papingo,  written  1530,  at  ivhich  period  Floivdeu 
and  the  Court  of  King  tjames  IF*  must  have  been  in  virida 
saemorid} 
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!?urgh  and  Lgitli.  The  Earl  of  Huntly,-^"  who  commanded  the 
Scotch,  in  the  chivalrous  spirit  of  the  times,  likewise  sent  his 
challenge  to  the  Duke  of  Somerset,  which  was  declined.  In  the 
EaiTs  tent,  was  found  the  only  silver  plate  the  Scotch  nobility 
bail  with  them — vide  the  Journal  of  an  English  officer^  published 
with  Robert  Byrrel's  Diary.  The  battle  of  Pinkie  was  occasion-' 
ed  by  the  refusal  of  the  Scotch  to  give  their  infant,  Queen  Maryg 
to  her  grand  uncle,  Henry  Vill.  as  a wife  for  his  son  (Edward 
VI.) ; at  the  time,  the  remark  was  made  by  Scotchmen,  that  “ the 
King  of  England  adopted  a very  rough  mode  of  courtship.” — > 
Henry  VIII.  indeed  died  before  this  battle  was  fought ; but  he  had 
ordered  the  war  to  be  pushed  on  actively,  and  had  rather  a rough 
way  of  conducting  and  concluding  jiis  amours  and  private  friend- 
ships, as  well  as  all  his  other  concerns ; he  attempted  it  in  wrestling 
with  Francis  I.  at  their  meeting  at  the  Champ  de  drap  d’or,  but 
the  French  Monarch  tripped  up  his  heels,  and  with  great  vio- 
lence threw  him  on  his  back  on  the  ground.  The  attend- 
ants prcve?ited  a repetition  of  the  sport,  as  it  was  very  evi- 
dent that  the  Leopard’s  claws  were  fully  displayed.  There  could 
be  said  to  be  no  equality,  except  in  number  and  courage,  and  com- 
manders, between  the  hostile  armies  at  Pinkie — the  English  were 
excellently  appointed  in  artillery,  and  heavy  and  light  cavaliy^ 
and  all  their  arms  were  superior ; the  Scotch  were  a barbarous, 
hasty  and  ill-armed  undisciplined  levy — different  from  the  war- 
riors of  the  “ Bruce  days ;for  ‘‘  long  wars  make  excellent  sol- 
diers,” a remark  of  Bruce  and  of  Bonaparte. 


* This  Earl  of  Huntly,  wlio  was  the  same  who  was  afterwards  slain  ia 
the  battle  with  the  troops  of  James  VI.  was  both  an  able  and  brave  man. 
Sir  Ralph  Sadler  had  frequent  opportunities  of  knowing  him,  as  they 
dined  together  at  a table  kept  for  the  Ambassador,  at  the  Court  of 
.Tames  V.;  he  calls  him  “ a very  artful  young  man  — but  as  all  the 
art  Sadler  could  have  known  in  the  Earl,  must  have  been  dexterity 
In  disappointing  the  artful  measures  which  Sir  Ralph  was  sent  by 
Henry  VIIL  to  accomplish,  we  may  easily  judge  that  it  deserved  anov 
ther  and  a more  honourable  designation : when  a man  is  baffled, 
language  often  is  tainted  by  his  anger  and  disappointment, 
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I'he  field  of’  battle  of  Pinkie  (or  of  Musselbiirgb,  as  the  Engiisll' 
term  it)  is  very  easily  observed  from  the  high  road  to  London, 
I’he  Scotch  army  was  in  Musselburgh  and  Inveresk,  and  along 
the  Esk — the  English  were  ranged  behind  the  rising  ground  to 
be  seen  to  the  south  cast,  now  arable  land,  but  then  covered 
with  whins ; from  the  descent  of  this  eminence,  the  English  ar- 
tillery annoyed  the  Scotch  so  much  in  their  posts,  that  they 
rushed  forward  to  attack  it ; but  before  they  had  gained  the 
eminence,  they  were  attacked  and  overwhelmed  by  the  cavalry, 
which  charged  to  full  advantage  down  the  gradual  descent,  and 
threw  them  back  upon  the  line  of  the  Esk  : this  line  was  forced 
by  the  sudden  advance  of  the  whole  English  army,  and  the  Scotch 
being  broken  and  divided,  the  most  dreadful  carnage  ensued  for 
many  miles,  and  till  night  put  an  end  to  it.  Sir  Ralph  Sadler 
bad  great  credit  for  his  command  of  the  English  light  horse  on 
this  occasion.  Sir  Ralph  had  been  on  a visit  to  the  Queen 
Dowager  of  Scotland  at  Lithgow,  a short  time  before  ,•  and  as 
reports  had  been  spread  that  the  infant.  Queen  Mary,  was  sickly, 
she  shewed  her  to  him  naked  in  her  cradle ; in  the  sequel.  Sir 
Ralph  had  the  charge  of  Queen  Mary,  a short  time  before  her 
trial  and  execution,  and  incurred  the  displeasure  of  Elizabeth, 
for  his  indulgence  of  his  charge  in  hunting  and  hawking.  Had 
be  not  been  indulgent  to  the  Queen,  what  opinion  must  we 
have  formed  of  his  heart  ? 

It  is  no  ways  wonderful  that  Henry  did  not  succeed  in  his  at- 
tempt to  obtain  the  subjection  of  Scotland,  by  the  possession  of 
the  Infant  Queen.  The  Queen  Dowager  Mary  of  Guise,  na- 
turally inclined  to  France,  where  her  family  was  already  power- 
ful ; and  the  Clergy  was  of  course  hostile  to  an  alliance  with  a 
Prince  excommunicated,  and  who  had  destroyed  the  Roman 
supremacy.  The  nobles  and  men  of  property  saw  nothing  but 
provincial  degradation  in  an  union  with  so  near  and  potent  a 
Prince,  and  afterwards  shewed  the  extent  of  their  jealousy,  by 
denying  the  marital  sovereignty  to  Francis  II.  The  King  of 
England  was  too  mighty  to  be  very  liberal  in  bribery,  and  relied 
too  much  on  his  power  over  the  prisoners  made  at  Solway,  to 
exert  himself  in  other  quarters  with  successful  energy. 

The  Poets  of  the  times  give  very  lively  accounts  of  the  4tli 
and  5th  Jatnej’s.  John  Entos’  (the  fool  of  James  jokes' 


iire  rather  unseemly,  and  so  areMadameDoutebour’s  appearances 
at  the  dances.  The  Minstrels,  &c.  seem  to  have  entertained  the 
Courtiers  nightly  in  the  great  Hall ; the  guests  of  which,  with 
ail  their  hopes  and  fears,  are  minutely  described. 

Some  sings,  some  dances,  some  tell  stories, 

Some  late  at  ewis  brings  in  the  moryis, 

Some  flyrds,  some  fenyis,  and  some  flatteris, 

Some  playis  the  fuil,  and  all  owt  chatters  j 
Some  man,  musand  by  the  waw, 

Luicks  as  he  might  nocht  do  at  aw; 

Some  standis  in  a nuick  and  rowns^  . 

For  covetice  ane  uther  near  swoons  ; 

Some  levis  as  lie  wald  ga  wud 
For  heit  desyr  of  waidd’s  gud  ; 

Some  at  the  mess  levis  all  devotion, 

And  busy  labours  for  promotion  ; 

Some  has  their  advocatts  in  Chaumir, 

And  taks  themself  thairolF  no  glowmir. 

Piciure  of  the  Court  of  James  IV.’^Maitland 
\ Manuscript. 

As  to  the  Court  of  James  V.  the  whole  drift  of  the  Courtiers 
seems  to  have  been  to  procure  him  low,  or  various  amours ; one 
recommending  himself,  by  saying  he  knows  of  a lass  fit  for  the 
King,  in  Fife,  and  another  recommending  a visit,  to  see  one  at 
Stirling.* 


* There  was  few  of  that  garrrisoii 
That  learned  him  ane  gude  lesson. 

But  some  to  clack,  and  some  to  clatter, 
Some  m'ade  the  fule,  and  some  did  flatter  ; 
Quod  ane  devil,  stik  me  with  ane  knife, 

Bot,  Sir,  I know  ane  maid  in  Fife — 

One  of  the  lustiest  wanton  lasses, 

Quhairto,  Sir,  by  Goddis’  blude  she  passes. 
Hud  thy  toung,  brother,  quod  ane  ulhei"j 
i knaw  a fairer  by  fifteen  futherj 
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VT'e  may  here  allude  to  the  contests  between  the  fomilies  of 
Gordon  and  Forbes,  which  disturbed  the  kingdom  in  Mr.  Lums- 
den’s  younger  days.  Hollinshcd  mentions  them  in  his  history  of 
(Scotland,  and  attributes  the  losses  of  the  Forbesses  to  the  dis- 
sipated manner  in  wliicli  they  had  wasted  their  estates  previously 
to  the  conflicts.  We  believe  that  John  Master  of  Forbes,  by  whose 
desire  Mr.  Lumsden  wrote,  was  himself  engaged  in  these  con- 
tests, being  urged  to  them  by  black  Arthur  Forbes,  a brother  of 
the  family,  and  a man  fonder  of  these  sorts  of  quarrels  than 
a peaceful  life. 


Sir,  when  ye  pleas  to  Linlithgow  pas, 

There  shall  ye  see"  ane  lusty  las. 

Now  triftel  frattel  trow  low, 

Quod  the  third  man,  thou  dost  but  mow, 

"When  his  Grace  comes  to  fair  Sterling, 

There  sail  ye  see  ane  dayis  darling. 

Sir,  quod  the  fourt,  tak  my  counsall, 

And  go  to  the  hie  Bordeli, 

Thair  mav  we  loop  at  Hbertie 
Withouten  any  gravitie. 

&c.  &c.  &c. 

Sir  David  Lindsay's  Complaint,  1534. 
Written  at  the  very  period  this  unworthy  sort  of  life  was  led  hj 
James  V.  then  about  25  years  old. 


HE  following  narrative  is  in  the  hand-writing  of  Duncan  For= 
bes  of  Culloden,^'  the  father  of  the  Lord  President  Duncan  For- 
bes ; he  died  soon  after  in  1 704.  As  accident  has  preserved  the 
account  he  givhs  of  his  own  branch  of  the  Forbes  Family,  we 
give  it,  from  no  other  assumption  of  preference,,  than  that  which 
chance  gives  it  by  putting  it  into  our  hands.  The  short  display 


This  Dimcan  Forbes’s  grandfather,  early  in  the  17th  century,  pur- 
chased  the  estate  of  Bugiit,  near  Inverness  ; in  1 626,  he  purchased  Cul- 
loden  of  the  Laird  of  Macintosh,  the  castle  being  at  the  time  built  up  to 
the  second  story  ; afterwards,  this  estate  was  inucli  enlarged  by  the  pur- 
chases of  lands  contiguous,  made  from  Lord  Moray.  Lord  Lovat,  »he 
Town  of  Inverness,  Hose  of  Artirlies.  and  Rose  of  Kilravock.  Fer- 
rintosh  and  Bunchrew  were  purchased  about  1669,  from  Inveralochy, 
a son  of  Lovat  ; the  former  was  part  of  the  famous  Thanedom  of  Cal- 
der,  dr  Cawdor,  celebrated  in  Macbeth,  and  the  name  in  the  Gaelic 
language  signifies  the  Thane’s  land  ; Bunchrew  was  the  birth  place, 
10th  Nov.  1685,  of  the  Lord  President  Duncan  Forbes,  and  for  more 
than  30  years  his  favourite  residence,  where  he  studied  and  wrote  his 
publications. 

There  is  a story  well  known  of  his  great  grand-fulier  above  treated 
of,  viz.  about  1626,  his  lady  and  he  took  a ''a:k  to  view  the  place  of 
Culloden  • the  lady  was  rather  more  generous  to  the  workmen  who 
were  employed  in  the  castle,  than  her  husbard  thought  proper,  and  he 
told  her,  “ that  from  her  liberality  (o  those  strangers,  one  would  think 
they  were  working  for  herself;”  and  “ who  knows,  my  Ctar,  but  that 
may  yet  turn  out  to  be  the  case,”  was  the  lady’s  ansv%er;  certainly 
soon  after  verified.  Mr.  Foibes  rose  from  this  narrative,  probably  re- 
solved to  resume  it  to  its  end.  but  death  lias  interrupted  his  purpose. 
Sk  transit  mundus* 


of  humble  piety  it  displays;  may,  in  some  degree,  be  accepU 
able: — 

That  a man  may  ti)iuk  equally  ofliimseir,  it  is  proper  that  he 
know  tlie  truth  of  his  own  pedigree,  and  therfore  according  to 
the  search  that  1 have  made,  I understand  myself  to  be  of  the 
liouse  of  Tolqhon,  and  that  oifthe  hous  of  Forbes.  It  was 
our  lott  to  take  but  litle  out  of  the  house  we  came  from,  and  that 
peniaps  as  httie  out  of  the  house  of  Forbes,  which  makes  me  only 
remember  the  origine,  and  the  succession,  imtill  our  own  prede- 
cessor, John,  second  son  of  Lord  Alexr.  came  off,  which  was 
about  the  middle  of  the  15th  century;  and  to  be  more  par- 
ticular upon  the  kyndness  of  the  Lord  towards  us  sinsyne,  w'liich 
lias  put  us,  from  small  begining,  in  a condition  now  to  make  our 
appearance  lyke  others  who  were  of  no  better  condition  than 
ourselves. 

March  18,  1703. — Haveing  gott  that  manuscript  of  the  gene- 
alogy of  the  Family  of  Forbes,  begun  by  one  Mr.  Mathew  Lums- 
den  of  Tillycarne,  and  continued  to  the  year  1G65  by  the  Laird 
of  Lesly,  as  they  say,  I have  tiiought  tit  to  note  some  things  out 
of  it,  w'hich  I think  ouglit  to  be  condemd.  First,  all  the  reports 
anent  the  origine  are  fabulus,  and  the  killing  of  the  beast,  &c. 
There  being  a Land  and  Parish  of  Forbes,  its  probable  that  the 
possessors  begun  when  others  did,  to  take  a surname  from 
the  place  of  the  possession  ; the  old  manner  of  speaking  pleads 
much  for  this,  such  as,  Arthur  of  Forbes,  Adam  of  Gordon,  and 
the  lyke,  not  Arthur  Forbes,  or  Adam  Gordon,  but  that  they 
were  called  oil,  it  insinuates  ther  coming  out  of  it,  and  infers 
more  from  it ; as  for  those  Douglasses,  Gordous,‘'Forbesses, 
Morays,  and  others,  who  say  they  gave  name  to  the  lands,  its 
all  tals,  for  surely  men  were  not  so  infamous  in  those  days,  as  to 
be  worth  the  prophet’s  curse,  psalm  49, 1 1 • ‘ in  calling  their  land? 
after  their  names.’  T have  seen  none  as  yet  of  the  writts  of  the 
house  of  Forbes,  but  the  eldest  I bear  talk  of  are  a writt  upo^ 
the  lands  of  Logy  and  Edenbanchry,  from  Alexr.  Cuming,  Earle 
of  Buchati,  to  Fergas  Lord  Forbes  (as  they  call  it);  but  if  the 
words  be  only  Fergusso  domino  de  Forbess,  it  will  not  infer  so 
much,  for  I have  seen  a charter  as  old  as  that  (perhaps),  and  in 
the  same  terms  to  a family  that  continues  laird  to  this  hour.  Ano^- 
ther  charter  by  King  Alexc.  the  5d,  in  the  23d  year  of  his  reigne, 
Duncan  Lord  super  terras  et  tenemeutum  de  Forbes, 


. Its  ii  confiiinatioh  of  the  Earle  of  BucIianV  charter  hy  Davi<^ 
Bmcc  to  John  Lord  Forbes ; but  as  is  already  observed,  if  the 
wreats  be  conccaved  to  such  or  such  a man,  domino  de  For- 
bes, it  will  not  iindenyably  conclude  those  men  to  have  been 
Lords  and  the  Lairds  of  Forbes. 

Its  remarkt  that  for  150  years,  viz.  from  1571  to  1515,  that 
family  have  been  most  flourishing,  in  grcitt  bussines,  great  es- 
tates, and  every  undertaking  ; but  since  the  breaking  out  of  the 
feuds  with  the  Gordons,  or  rather  since  the  death  of  black  Arthur, 
the  chieffes  family  bccam  still  declyning,  though  the  brandi- 
es be  rather  increasing  than  decreasing. 

They  who  conclude  most  reasonably,  do  hold  that  Alexr. 
the  son  of  Sir  John  w^ith  the  black  lip,  was  the  first  Lord  of 
the  family,  which  might  be  about  the  1400  year  of  God,  or  a 
little  after.  And  therefore  I hold  that  about  the  end  of  the  15th 
centurie.  Sir  John  Forbes  with  the  black  lip  was  father  of  5 sons ; 
the  eldest,  Sr  Alexr.  and  Lord  Forbes,  fw;m  whose  time,  without 
doubt,  all  his  successors  have  held  that  tytle,  and  for  many  }^ears 
were  the  first  in  the  kingdom  of  that  rank  ; his  second  son  was 
Sr  William,  who  raarryed  the  airess  of  Fraser,  and  had  the  es- 
tate of  Pitsligo  with  her,  which  they  keep  to  this  day,  and  some 
5 generations  ago  have  taken  the  title  of  Lord. 

The  5d  sone  ofSir  John  with  the  black  lip,  was  Sr  John  of  For- 
bes, who  maryed  the  Iierress  of  Preston,  and  had  by  her  the  es- 
tate of  Tolqhon,  of  which  family  this  youth  is  the  12  or  15  ge- 
neration. They  have  always  had  the  greatest  respect  of  any  bearing 
the  name,  except  the  Chief  and  Pitsligo,  since  he  was  Lord ; not 
but  that  lie  was  the  older  brother,  but  the  estate  and  dependants 
made  tocher  to  be  large  was  much  look’t  upon. 

The  second  Laird  of  Tolqhon  was  of  Sr  John,  who  maryed 
Ane  Straton,  daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Lawrestoun,  a good 
family. 

The  5d  Laird  was  Alexr.  the  eldest  sone  of  young  Sr  John, 
who  marryed  Jane  Hay,  daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Dalgetty,  also 
a good  family. 

The  4th  Laird  was  Malcolm,  the  only  son  of  Alexander,  and 
maryed  Jean  Forbes,  the  daughter  of  James  Lord  Forbes. 

The  5th  was  William,  sone  to  Malcolme,  who  maryed  firsty 
Leith,  daughter  to  the  Laird  of  Barues,  and  for  his  se- 


64 


cond  wifcj  Huy,  daughter  to  the  Earle  ot  Erollj  his  suc- 
cession washy  his  first  wife,  John  and  Alexr. 

John,  the  6th  Laird,  maryed Chcin,  daughter  to  the 

Laird  of  Ezleinonnt,  of  whom  ther  was  no  succession;  and  to 
him  succeeded  the  second  brother. 

Alexander  Forbes,  the  sone  of  William,  was  the  Tth  Laird 
of  Tolqhon,  who  maryed,  cither  for  her  favor  or  riches,  Alison 
Anderson,  daughter  to  the  Provost  of  Edr.  who  bore  to  him  2 
soncs  and  2 daughters ; the  sones  were  William,  who  succeeded 
to  him,  and  John,  called  John  of  Baderdey,  and  father  to  the 
family  of  Collodne ; the  two  daughters  \verc  Janett,  Lady  Cor- 
sendae,  and  Isobel,  Lady  Strechin,  who  also  maryd  the  Tutor 
of  Lovat. 

It  is  remarkable  that  of  all  its  numerous  caddeats,  come  of 
the  6 preceding  generations,  ther  is  not  one  now  extant,  so  that 
all  the  present  descendants  of  the  house  of  Tolqhon  are  come 
either  ot  William  or  John. 

William,  the  8th  Laird,  married  Lesmoir’s  daughter,  and  had 
by  her  William,  who  succeeded  him,  Knapernay  and  several 
other  children. 

AVilliam,  the  9th  Laird,  married  Janett  Ogilvie,  daughter  to  the 
Laird  of  Banff;  and  had  his  eldest  son,  John,  wdio  dyed  w ithout 
succession  ; Walter,  who  succeeded  him,  and  several  other  cadets. 

Walter,  the  10th  Laird,  married  Jean  Forbes,  daughter  to  the 
Laird  of  Pitsligo,  and  by  her  he  had  Sir  Alexander,  who  suc- 
ceeded him,  Thomas,  John  and  others. 

Sir  Alexander,  the  11th  Laird,  married  B.  Murray,  the  daugh- 
ter of  the  Laird  of  Blackbaron}',  who  lived  very  long,  but  had  no 
succession  by  her ; to  him  succeeded  his  brother,  Thomas,  who 
married  Lady  Henrietta  Erskine,  daughter  to  the  Erie  of  Buchan, 
and  has  by  her  sons  who  succeed  to  the  estate.  The  succession 
of  John,  son  to  Laird  Alexander,  commonly  called  John  of  Ba- 
denley,  are  as  follow  : 

- About  the  year  1567,  John  married  Elizabeth  Keith,  daugh- 
ter to  the  Laird  of  Tulloes,  and  had  by  her  Duncan  of  Cullo- 
den,  John,  who  was  exempt  in  the  King  of  France’s  Guards,  and 
Patrick,  called  black  Patrick,  baillie  of  Inverurie  ; Duncan  For- 
bes ofCulloclen,  eldest  son  to  John,  married  Janet  Forbes^  eld- 


65 


p.?t  (laughter  to  James  Fvorbes  of  Corsuidae,  by  whom  he  had 
John  Forbes  of  Culloden,  Captain  James  Forbes,  who  lived  m 
Caithness,  and  Captain  Duncan  Forbes,  who  lived  in  Assint,  and 
two  daughters  ; the  eldest,  Elizabeth,  married  to  William  Bailie 
of  Dunean,  and  the  second,  Anna,  married  to  Evan  Macphersoi^ 
of  Clany,  chielF  of  that  name ; and  after  Cluny’s  death,  married 
to  Alexander  Mackintosh  of  Connedge. 

John  Forbes  of  Culloden  married  Anna  Dunbar,  only  daugh- 
ter to  Alexander  Dunbar  of  Grange,  by  his  first  wife,  Jean 
Campbell,  only  daughter  to  Sir  John  Campbell,  of  Caldcr,  and 
by  the  said  Anna  had  Duncan  Forbes  of  Culloden, — f'2y^e  Edi~ 
tor  here  remarks  that  ihis  Duncan  ivas  the  writer  of  this  narrative) 
— his  eldest  son,  and  five  more  sons  and  two  daughters,  viz.  Mr. 
David  Forbes,  advocate*  ; Thomas,  who  is  in  Raits  ; Alexander, 
who  went  to  New  England ; Doctor  Jonathan  Forbes,  near  El- 
gin; and  Colonell  John  Forbes  of  Pitnacriefte,  inFyfe:  the  tw^o 
daughters  were  Jean^  married  to  Sir  Robert  Munro  of  Fowdis, 
and  Naoniy,  married  to  Robert  Dunbar  ofBurgie. 

Duncan  Forbes  of  Culloden  married  Mary  Innes,  daughter  of 
Sir  Robert  Innes  of  that  ilk,  and  by  her  had  two  sons,  John  and 
Duncan — (This  last  the  Lord  President— — and  seven 
daughters;  the  eldest,  Jean,  married  to  Sir  Harry  Lines  of 
that  ilk  ; the  second,  Anna,  married  to  Peter  Forbes  of  Phyline, 
in  Assint;  the  3d,  Mary,  to  the  Laird  of  Burdsyards  ; the  4th, 

Margaret,  to  George  Munro  of  M ; Isobell,  Naoiny,  and 

Grizell  f ; John  Forbes,  younger  of  Culloden  is  married  to  Jean 
Gordon,  daughter  of  Sir  Robert  Gordon  of  Gordonstone,  with. 


* Afterv?artls  Sir  David  Forbes  of  Newhall,  Mid  Lothian,  a very  emC 
’aent  lawyer,  and  man  of  letters,  ancestor  of  the  family  of  Rae  of  Esk- 
grove,  baronet;  Sir  V/m.  Kae,  now  Lord  Advocate,  being  descended 
from  a daughter  of  Sir  David  Forbes.  The  men  of  letters  in  Edinburgh 
long  found  Sir  David’s  seat  a very  agreeable  retirement ; here  his  ne- 
phew, the  Lord  President  Duncan  Forbes  passed  much  of  his  early  life 
amidst  scenes  devoted  to  learning  and  the  Muses. 

|Of  the  last  three  ladies,  we  believe  one  was  married  to  Acbnagairn, 
and  one  to  Kindeace. 


K 
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Margaret,  eldest  daughter  of  William  Lord  Forbes.  Mr.  David 
Forbes  is  married  to  Catherine  Clerk,  sister  to  Sir  John  Clerk 
of  Pennycuck,  and  has  several  children. 

Thomas  is  married  to  Jean  Cuthbert,  daughter  to  David 
Ciithbert,  in  Inverness,  and  has  by  her  several  children. 

Alexander,  unmarried  as  yet,  for  aught  known ; Jonathan 
married  with  Jane  Brodie,  daughter  to  Mr.  James  Brodie  of  Le~ 
then,  and  has  several  children  ; John  married  Elizabeth  Graham, 
daughter  to  baillie  Graham,  in  Edinburgh,  and  has  children.  The 
next  to  mind  are  the  younger  children  of  Duncan  of  Culloden, 
with  Corsenday’s  daughter,  viz.  Captain  James  and  Captain 
Duncan ; James  married  Agnes  Monro,  daughter  tu  Mr.  George 
of  Pitlundie,  elder  brother  to  Sir  Alexander  of  Bearcrofts,  and 
liad  by  her  several  children,  who  came  to  be  men  and  women. 
Next  to  give  an  account  of  John  the  exempt,  and  black  Patrick, 
younger  bretheren  of  Duncan  Forbes  of  Culloden,  and  sons  to 
John  of  Badenley  and  Elizabeth  Keith  :--and  first  of  John. 
The  father  being  dead,  all  the  children  were  taken  to  the  house 
of  Tolquhoun  by  their  grandfather,  as  I suppose,  Laird  William, 
his  son,  Alexander,  and  his  other  son,  John,  being  dead,  for  that 
word  passes  upon  him,  that  he  regretted  of  his  two  oys  that  Wil- 
lianTi  got  all,  and  John  got  nothing  at  all,  for  indeed  he  was  never 
in  possession  of  any  thing  but  Badenley,  which  some  time  after 
his  decease  behooft  to  be  sold,  and  the  price  was  parted  betwixt 
the  widow  and  the  bairns,  she  getting  the  greatest  part  of  it,  and 
marrying  the  Laird  of  Troup.  The  bairnes  had  the  rest,  after  the 
payment  of  the  debts,  parted  amongst  them  according  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  friends : what  portion  fell  to  Duncan  the  eldest,  was 
put  into  the  Tutor  of  Lovat’s  hands,  who  had  married  his  aunt, 
and  he  brought  Duncan  with  him  to  the  west,  where  it  has 
pleased  God  to  cast  the  lot  of  him  and  his  family. 

John,  the  2d,  when  he  came  to  be  about  18  or  20  years  of 
age,  raised  hjs  patrimony  out  of  the  Laii’d  of  Tolquhon’s  hands, 
which  was  no  more  than  2000  merks,  and  went  to  France  with 
it,  where  he  became  a Captain  and  exempt  in  the  Guards,  then 
married  a French  woman,  and  had  by  her  a son  called  Malcome, 
who  also  became  a pretty  man ; thereafter  Captain  John  being 
deputy-governor  of  the  castle  of  Dieppe,  under  the  Marquis  of 
Monthly,  after  the  Marquis  his  death,  Madame  de  Montiily  mar- 
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ned  him,  and  within  some  time  after,  married  her  own  daugh- 
ter to  his  sone,  Malcolme,  by  whom  he  got  a good  portion,  but 
got  a far  richer  within  some  time,  for  her  only  sone,  young  Mon- 
tilly,  dying  without  succession,  Malcolme,  in  right  of  his  wife, 
fell  into  the  estate  of  Monthly,  which  his  grandchild  does  inhe- 
rit with  the  title  of  Marquiss : some  30  years  ago,  he  sent  to 
Scotland  for  his  coat-armorial  certificate,  which  was  given  him, 
utterly  wrong,  by  the  then  Lord  Lyon  and  his  deputy  and  clerks„ 

As  to  black  Patrick,  Duncan  of  Culloden’s  younger  brother, 
his  patrimony  w^as  very  small ; however,  his  posterity  hath  also 
prospered,  for  Patrick  married  Barbara  Barclay,  daughter  of 
Walter  Barclay  of  Drum ; he  lived  honestly  all  his  time,  and 
left  ane  sone,  Alexander,  and  sundry  daughters,  who  were  ho- 
nestly bestow’d.  Mr.  Alexander,  Patrick’s  sone,  married,  first, 
baillie  Skeen  in  Aberdeen,  his  widovv,  by  whom  he  made  consi- 
derable profit,  but  had  no  children  by  her ; his  second  wife, 

Hunter,  daughter  of  Samuel  Hunter,  apothecary  in  Edinburgh, 
by  whom  he  also  had  a considerable  patrimony  ; he  bought  the 
lands  of  Ardach,  and  barony  of  Foveran,  bearing  the  designation 
of  Ardach,  first,  and  then  that  of  Foveran  : he  had  by  his  second 
wife  2 sons.  Sir  Samuel,  who  succeeded  him,  and  is  the  present 
Foveran,  and  John  his  second  son. 

Sir  Samuel  Forbes  of  Foveran-'*^  married  Anne  Udny,  daughter 
of  the  Laird  of  Udny,  by  whom  he  has  several  children. 

John,  2d  son  to  Mr.  Alexander,  married  Margaret  Crawford, 
and  has  bought  the  lands  of  Knapernay,  by  which  he  is  now  de- 
sign’d. 

What  is  already  said  being  eneugh  in  regard  to  the  pedigree, 
it  follows  that  there  be  a memorial  left  of  our  first  circumstances, 
and  of  the  means  whereby  we  are  brought  to  the  condition  that 
(blest  be  the  Lord)  we  are  now  in,  that  the  due  consideration  of 
both  may  keep 'us  humble  and  thankfull,  the  only  forme  pleasing 
to  God,  who  hates  pryde  and  ingratitude ; thankless  to  God  and 


^ Created  Baronet  1700. 
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proud  to  the  neighbour,  go  ordlnarely  hand  in  hand,  and  arc  the 
forerunners  of  inevitable  rainc.-- 

It  has  been  told  that  John  of  Badenlej’,  second  son  to  Alex. 
Laird  of  Tolquhoun,  was  om  predecessor,  of  whom  I have  heard 
no  more  than  what  is  already  said ; his  wife  Elizabeth  Keith,  as 
I was  made  believe  was  daughter  to  the  Earl  Marishall,  upon 
•whose  account  he  was  to  have  had  40  chaiders  of  yearly  rent 
from  his  fatlier  and  grandfather,  who  were  both  then  alive,  but 
he  dying  before  the  intended  provision  was  settled  upon  him. 


* Those  sentiments  of  Mr.  Forbes,  it  is  unnecessary  to  say,  denote 
the  best  liead  and  heart  ; and  happy  would  il  ho  that  they  could  be 
made  the  universal  or  even  general  rules  for  families;  his  humility 
and  gratitude  towards  God,  and  moderation  to  man,  are  perhaps  more 
praise-worthy,  from  his  having  been,  from  natural  disposition  and  edu- 
cation, a very  firm  opposer  of  tyranny^  and  one  of  those  who  look  the 
most  effective  measures  towards  t!ie  revolution.  This  change  did  not 
produce  all  the  good  which  INIr.  Forbes  wished,  hut  was  in  a great  de- 
gree (ruslraied.  or  rendered  partial,  from  tiie  selfishness  and  limited 
'views  of  the  chief  agents  ; yet  Mr.  Forbes's  labours  were,  till  the  dose 
of  his  life,  Incessant  in  Parliament,  both  to  preserve  wliat  had  been 
obtained,  and  to  baffle  the  little  plans  of  party  in  power  ; these  gave  him 
the  character  of  a troublesome,  untractable  man  with  king  William’s 
ministers ; but  we  believe  he  vvas  among  the  few  who  acted  exclusively 
5n  every  point  for  the  public  good.  Flie  restoration  had  subjected  his 
father  and  family  to  all  the  vindictive  oppressions  of  tlie  reign  of  Charles 
II.  and  James  II.  ; under  these  he  passed  28  years  of  his  life,  from 
about  manhood  to  the  age  of  50  ; and  his  last  16  years  were  devoted 
10  the  service  of  his  country,  in  freeing  it  from  the  general  thraldom 
and  m.sfortunes  into  which  it  had  fallen,  after  150  years  of  anarchy, 
faction  and  every  species  of  tyranny  ami  misgoverninent,  A future  day 
brought  forth  the  seeds  sowed  at  that  early  period,  to  unexampled  pros- 
perity and  vigour  ; till  after  having  been  long  the  wonder  and  envy  of 
the  vvorld,  -^  e tiave  seen  the  British  valour  save  the  kingdoms  from  de- 
gradation and  shivery,  and  open  the  access  to  every  improvement  of 
government  and  art,  die  most  rapid  progress  in  sentiment  and 
morality  ? 
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fhc  pcriormance  was  forslevied*  till  Elizabeth  fell  to  marry  with 
the  Laird  of  Troup,  who  then  discharged  all  obligations  the 
house  of  Tolquhon  was  under  for  her  jointure,  upon  payment  of 
a certain  sum  of  money.  Then  Alexander  dying,  who  was  fa- 
ther to  William  and  John,  it  came  to  the  guid  sirs  tale  that  Wil- 
liam got  all  and  John  got  nothing  at  all,  because  William,  being 
alive,  took  all,  and  John,  being  dead,  could  not  hinder  him  : his 
wife,  having  gone  into  another  family,  there  was  none  to  care 
for  the  three  orphans,  Dmican,  John  and  Patrick;  but  the 
grandfather,  old  Laird  William,  the  sone  of  Malcolrne,  who 
took  them  into  the  house  of  Tolquhon,  and  kept  them  till  their 
aunt,  the  Lady  Streichsn,  took  away  the  eldest.  Tiie  second, 
John,  lived  with  his  uncle  William,  till  he  was  about  20  years  of 
age,  got  a small  sowme  vdiich  carried  him  to  France,  who  suc- 
ceeded in  prosperity  of  his  fortune,  as  is  already  told.  Of  black 
Patrick,  I know  no  more  than  that  he  got  some  manadgement 
about  the  Countess  Dowager  of  iMarishall,  which  was  ane  honest 
livelyhood  to  him.  It  appears  John  of  Badenley  has  been  mar- 
ried about  the  year  1567  or  68,  and  that  his  eldest  son  Duncan 
has  been  born  in  1569  or  70,  because  Duncan  being  by  the  ac- 
count he  made  of  himself  past  fourscore  and  four  when  he  dyed, 
and  he  having  died  in  February  1654,  there  is  that  number  of 
years  betwixt  the  end  of  1569  and  the  beginning  of  1654.  VvTiat 
age  Duncan  was  when  his  father  died  I know  not,  but  I have 
heard  that  he  has  been  about  16  when  his  aunt,  the  Lady  Strei- 
chen,  caused  her  second  husband,  the  Tutor  of  Lovate,  carry  him 
with  him  to  this  countrv.  1 an.  told  that  when  he  was  young, 
he  was  ryotous ; cards  and  dyce  were  his  exercises,  and  drink- 
ing and  quarrelling  the  concomitants  of  these.  Fiis  daughter  has 
told  me  that  he  has  left  his  cloaths  at  cards,  and  laven  abed  till 
his  aunt  provided  him  anew.  When  he  was  about  20  or  22,  he 
became  manly,  and  strong,  and  agile,  to  that  degree,  that  at  all 
exercises,  he  outstrip  Duncan  Bayne  of  Delny,  Donald.  Bayne 
of  Fairly,  and  Donald  Fraser  of  the  Leys,  who  were  three  of 


* We  think  forslevied  is  the  word,  which  is  expressive  enough,  tho’ 
unusual,  and  perhaps  mistaken,  the  band  being  extremely  difficult. 
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the  most  extraordinary  men  for  strength  and  stature  m the  king- 
dom. The  first  men  were  the  Lord  Lovat’s  sister’s  sons,  and 
were  bred  with  their  uncle  the  Tutor;  the  other  was  a gentle- 
man of  meaner  quality,  but  of  alyke  strength  and  stature.  Tho* 
Duncan  was  tall  and  handsome,  he  was  not  of  their  size,  tho’  in 
strength  and  agility  no  did  every  thing  beyond  them,  w'hich  at 
times  ended  in  a quarrel,  and  gave  the  honest  Tutor,  tho’  he 
W'as  wise  and  gallant,  enough  ado  to  inanadge  them.  The  tw'O 
Bayne’s  had  some  estate,  but  Duncan  had  none,  and  what  pa- 
trimony his  aunt  brought  with  him  w'as  spent,  which  made  the 
Tutor,  that  bye  and  attour  themselves,  their  horses  and  ser- 
vants, he  would  also  make  them  his  poor  friends,  and  as  the 
fashions  of  those  days  v/ere,  he  never  rode  without  them,  and  as 
many  more,  for  being  Tutor  of  Lovate,  he  had  the  whole  rank 
of  the  family  to  hold  up.  It  was  in  the  years  1 594  that  the  Tu- 
tor did  make  a gathering  of  men  in  arms,  to  go  to  the  field  of 
Glenlivat,  in  obedience  to  an  order  he  had  from  the  King,  to 
be  assisting  to  the  Erie  of  Argyll  and  Lord  Forbes,  against  the 
Popish  Lords  Huatly  and  Errol.  Tiiere  w'as  a contest  anent 
carrying  the  Tutor’s  head  piece,  and  who  should  be  nearest  him, 
in  which  stryfe  he  favoured  his  wife’s  nephew  before  his  own, 
because  he  perceived  him  most  interested.  But  all  having  come 
too  late  to  the  action,  he  sate  down  upon  a stone  and  wmpt  for 
despyte,  which  was  the  ground  for  a jest  upon  him  afterwards, 
both  with  the  Tutor  and  his  comrades. 

As  he  became  manly,  so  he  became  dexterous  in  manadging  of 
bussiness,  which  made  the  Tutor  employ  him  much  in  going 
about  his  affairs,  both  in  Buchan  and  in  the  Hylands.  In  the 
year  1602  or  3 he  was  going  single  to  Buchan,  in  Ilyland  wmed, 
wdth  a single  servant,  and  had  taken  his  lodging  ane  night  at  his 
cousine,  Jolui  Campbell  of  the  Moys,  below  Forres. 


As  the  tiarrative  closes  here  very  suddenly,  we  may  add,  that 
Duncan,  by  great  integrity,  enterprise  and  honour,  made  an  ample 
fortune,  and  left  a degree  of  popularity  and  fair  fame  to  his  son 
Johnyw’hich  still  throws  an  interest  upon  this  family.  He  died, 


as  is  stated  above,  and  the  follovdng  epitaph  was  v/ritttn  for  his 
tomb 

Here  lye  the  bodies  of  Duncan  Forbes  of  Ciilloden,  and  his  spouse 
Janet  Forbes,  lineally  descended  of  the  honourable  families  of  Tol- 
quhoun  and  Corsenday  respectively,  who  departed  this  life,  viz.  the 
said  Janet,  aged  66,  upon  the  8th  day  of  November,  anno  1651,  and 
said  Duncan,  aged  82,  upon  the  14th  day  of  October^  1654. 

These  polished  stones 
Placed  here  above  thy  bones,’ 

Add  to  thy  honour  not  a whitt, 

Wliich  was  before,  and  still  remains,  complete. 

Thy  memory  shall  ever  recent  be 

Preserved  by  such  as  draw  their  blood  from  thee, 

"Who  in  regard  of  thy  good  fame, 

Pi.eoeive  reward  by  claiming  to  thy  name; 

For  thy  remains  do  honour  to  this  place. 

And  thy  true  virtue  honours  all  thy  race. 

Accident  having  placed  the  narrative  in  our  hands,  we  have 
given  it  solely  on  that  account. 

We  need  add  little  to  the  history  of  his  own  family,  given  by 
Duncan  Forbes  of  Culloden.  The  active  exertions  on  the  side 
of  freedom,  of  the  first  Duncan  of  Culloden,  of  his  son  John, 
(who  purchased  Ferrintosh  and  Bunchrew,  1670,)  and  of  Dun- 
can his  son,  the  writer  of  the  narrative,,  gave  the  family  great 
political  weight  at  the  close  of  the  17th  century.  They  were 
generally  in  Parliament,  and  the  privilege  of  Ferrintosh  was 
given  by  the  Scotch  Parliament,  for  their  losses  before  and  after 
the  revolution,  and  for  their  signal  services.  Mr.  John  Forbes, 
the  son  of  the  fore  said  Duncan,  was  a very  active  Patriot  and 
Member  of  Parliament : he  died  in  1734,  and  was  succeeded  by 
his  brother  Duncan,  (who  married  a daughter  of  Kilravock,)  then 
Lord  Advocate,  and  who  from  1737,  till  his  death  in  1747,  dis- 
tinguished himself  as  Lord  President  of  the  Court  of  Session,  and 
as  one  of  the  chief  supporters  the  House  of  Brunswick  had  in 
the  rebellion  of  1745.  His  services  had  been  very  great  previ- 
ously in  the  same  cause,  in  1715,  as  were  his  brother’ s^  who 


pended  then  a great  part  of  his  fortune  for  Government.  In 
1745,  the  Lord  President  nearly  ruined  in  this  cause  his  ample 
fortune,  and  left  his  affairs  in  great  perplexity  and  decay ; yet 
his  son  John,  who  married  a daughter  of  Craigievar,  and  died 
1775,  retrieved  them  by  economy,  tho’  neglected  and  unpaid 
for  his  father’s  outlays — an  ingratitude  still  the  wonder  and  re- 
proach of  the  age.  Arthur,  who  married  Miss  Stratton  of  Kent, 
succeeded  hi^  father  John  Forbes,  and  was  succeeded,  1803,  l?y 
his  only  sou,  Duncan  G.  Forbes,  Esq.  how  of  Culloden. 
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E shall  conclude  this  Volume,  by  an  Extract  from 
.Nisbet’s  Heraldry,  beginning  page  521  of  the  first  volume,  fo«- 
iio  edition.  Mr.  Nisbet’s  accuracy  and  research  are  truly  ad- 
mirable, for  it  is  wonderful  hov/  any  one  man  could  have  pubf 
lished,  with  so  small  a portion  of  errors,  so  difficult  and  length- 
ened a history,  and  consulted  so  many  authorities. 

EXTRACT 

FROM 

J3i0tiet’5  Iperalfirg. 

The  surname  of  Forbes  with  us  bears  azure  ; three  bears’ 
heads  couped  argent,  muzzled  gules.  These  of  this  name  are 
said  by  our  historians  to  be  originally  from  one  Ochonacher^ 
)vho  came  from  Ireland,  and,  for  killing  a wild  bear,  took  the 
name  Forbear,  now  pronounced  Forbes.  Skene,  in  his  Treatise 
de  Verborum  Significatione,  at  the  title  Liberum  Tenementum, 
tells  us,  that  Duncan  Forbois  got  from  King  Alexander  (but  tells 
us  not  which  of  the  Alexanders)  a charter  of  the  lands  and  heri- 
^ge  of  Forbois  in  Aberdeenshire.  And  Mr.  Crawfurd,  in  his 
Peerage,  says,  by  an  original  charter  in  the  custody  of  the  Lordf 
Forbes,  Fergus,  the  son  of  John,  got  the  lands  of  Forbes  from 
King  Alexander  II.  from  whence  the  surname.  The  next  to  be 
met  vv^ith  of  this  family  was  Alexander  Forbes,  Governor  of  the 
castle  of  Urquhart  in  Murray  ; he  defended  it  bravely  for  a long 
time  against  Edward  I.  of  England,  who  at  last  took  it,  and  put 
all  within  it  to  the  sword;  but  the  Governor’s  lady,  says  Hector 
Boece,  being  with  child,  escaped  to  Ireland,  and  there  brought 
forth  a son,  called  Alexander,  who  w^as  the  chief  and  raiser  of 
the  name  again,  and  wffio  came  to  Scotland,  in  the  rc^n  of  Ro- 
bert the  Bruce,  to  seek  his  father’s  heritage,  but  could  not  get 
it,  being  before  given  to  others  for  their  good  services ; but  in 
lieu  of  it  he  got  other  lands.  This  Alexander  Forbes  of  that  ilk 
Was  killed  at  the  battle  of  Duplin,  fighting  foi  the  interest  of 
king  David  Bruce  against  Edward  Baliol. 

The  next  of  the  family  I have  met  with  is  Joannes  Forbes  de 
^odem,  miles,  witness  in  a charter  which  I have  seen,  (now  penes 


Comitem  de  Mortonn)  of  Isabel  Countess  of  Marr,  ol  t!ie  lanu., 
of  Bonjedworth,  to  Thomas  Douglas,  son  of  John,  and  her  be- 
loved sister  Margaret,  of  the  date  the  loth  of  Xovenibcr 
Udiich  Sir  John  Forbes  married  a daughter  of  Kennedy  of  Dnn- 
sinrc,  by  whom  he  had  three  sons,  Alexamler  Forbes  his  succes- 
sor, William  the  ancestor  of  Pitsligo,  and  John,  the  founder  of 
the  family  o*  Tolqnhon. 

Which  Alexander  was  father  of  James  who  was  linigbtcd  by 
King  James  III.  and  was  the  first  Lord  Forbes.  He  had  two 
sons  by  a daughter ’of  William  Earl  Marischal,  William,  his 
successor,  and  Patrick  the  first  of  the  family  of  Corse.  AVilliam, 
second  Lord  Forbes,  married  Chriitian  Cordon,  a daughter  of 
the  Earl  of  Iliintly ; and  with  her  he  iiad  four  sons,  Alexander, 
Arthur,  and  John,  all  three  successively  Lords,  and  Duncan, 
ancestor  of  the  Forhesses  of  Corsindac  ; the  first  two  died  wit’i- 
ont  issue,  and  John  heeaine  Lord  Forbes,  to  whom  Fling  James 
IV.  gives  a charter  of  confirination  of  the  barony  of  Ffing-Ed- 
wards,  wherein  that  King  tells,  that  th.cse  lands  “ fuernnt  quon- 
dam Alexandri  Forbes  militis,  proavi  X prcdecessoris  dicti  Joh- 
annis  Domini  Forbes,  per  hereditariam  infeodationem,  c.hartam 
& sasinam,  dicto  quondam  Alexandro,  per  quondam  Johancm 
Stewart  Comitem  Bnchanire,  & Baronim  de  Kinedward,  desu- 
per  confcctam  cum  confirmatione  progenitoris  nostri  Jacobi  Re- 
gis primi,  sub  niagno  sigillo for  which  see  Haddington’s  Col- 
lections, p.  589.  Of  whom  is  descended  the  present  Lord  For- 
bes, who  carries  azure,  three  bears’  heads  conped  argent,  muz- 
zled gules,  supported  by  twm  grey  hounds  argent,  collared  gules  ; 
crest,  a stag's  head  attired,  proper;  motto,  Grace  me  guide. 

The  armorial  bearings  of  the  cadets  of  this  family  which  1 
have  met  with  in  our  ancient  and  modern  books  arc  these: 

Forbes  Lord  Pitsligo  carries  quarterly,  first  and  fourth  For- 
bes, with  a crescent  for  dilFerence;  second  and  tliird  azure,  three 
cinquefoils  argent,  for  Frazer;  supporters,  two  bears,  proper; 
crest,  a falcon,  proper ; motto,  Aldus  ib'nnt  qiii  ad  snmma  ni- 
tunter.  And  at  other  times,  for  a crest,  a hand  holding  a sword, 
proper;  with  the  motto.  Nee  timide  nee  temcre. 

'File  first  of  this  family  was  Sir  William  Forbes,  second  bro- 
ther to  Sir  Alexander  Forbes  of  that  ilk.  In  the  reign  of  King 
Janies  I.  he  married  Margaret  Fraser,  only  daughter  of  Sir  Wil- 
liam Fraser  of  Philortli,  ami  got  with  her  these  lands,  fur  which 


vile  iamily  quarters  the  Frasers’  anus  with  tlieir  ow;>,  and  the 
huuily  was  afterwards  diynified  with  the  title  of  Lord  Pitsligoby 
King  Charles  I.  the  L’ 1th  of  June,  16JJ,  in  the  person  of  Sir 
A-lexaiuIcr  Forbes ; of  him  is  lineally  descended  Alexander  the 
present  Lord  Pits’ igc. 

Forbes  of  Corsindac,  descended  of  Duncan  Forbes,  fourth 
son  of  Vdilliam  Lord  Forbes,  carricti  the  Forbess’s  arms,  with  a 
crescent  for  difference  ; and  for  crc.-it,  a bear’s  head  ; with  mottOj 
S])e  cxpecto.  Point’s  MS. 

Forbes  of  Corse,  the  first  of  w liich  branch  was  Patrick,  se;- 
cond  son  of  James,  first  Lord  Forbes,  and  his  Lady,  a daughter 
of  AVilliam  Earl  Marischal,  carried  azure,  a cross  conped  or^ 
(Point  makes  the  cross  a patce  one,  filched;  hetw^cen  three 
bears’  heads  conped  argent,  muzzled  gnics  ; and  for  crest,  a 
wreath  or  crown  of  thorns ; w'irh  the  motto,  Rosis  coronat 
st)ina.  X.  IL 

Sir  John  Forbes  of  Monymnsk,  Bart,  descended  of  the  For- 
besses  of  Corsindac,  earrics  azure,  on  a cheveron  between 
three  bears’  heads  conped  argent,  muzzled  gules,  a man’s  liearC 
proper,  with  wdngs  or;  motto,  Spe  expecto.  New  Registei-. 

Sir  Alexander  Forbes  of  Tolquhoun  carries,  quarterly,  first 
and  fourth  Forbes,  second  and  third  argent,  three  unicorns* 
beads  erased  sable,  for  marrying  Alarjory,  the  liciress  of  Sir 
Henry  Preston  of  Formartin;  supported  by  two  grey  hounds, 
proper,  collared  gnles ; crest,  a stag’s  head  attired  with  ten 
tynes,  proper  ; motto.  Sains  per  Christum.  Ibid. 

Sir  John  Forbes  of  Waterton  bears,  quarterly,  as  Tolqnhonn, 
and,  by  way  of  snrtout,  an  escutcheon  argent,  charged  with  a 
sword  and  key  saltier-vzays  gules,  as  Constable  of  Pibc.rdcen,  by 
succeeding  to  the  lands  of  Cairmnnch,  and  in  whicl’  office  he  wais 
established  by  Act  of  Parliament ; crest,  an  eagle  uisplaycd  rable  | 
motto,  Virtniti  inimica  quies.  Pnid. 

Forbes  of  CLdlodcn,  descended  of  Tolqnhonn,  bears  azure, 
on  a cheveron  betwixt  three  bears’  heatls  conped  argent,  muzzled 
gules,  as  many  unicorns’  heads  erased  sable ; crest,  an  eagle 
displayed  or ; inotto.  Sains  per  Chri  tnm.^^  Ibid. 

Sir  Alexander  Forbes  of  Fqveran,  Bart,  descended  of  Tolqu- 
hoini,  carries  the  quartered  arms  of  Tolquhoun ; and,  in  thfi 

^ Changed  to  “ Spernit  huvvj,m>’' 
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ceiiti'c  of  the  ar:r.3  of  ForbcS;  a cross  patce  argent,  for  cliflcr- 
ence;  crest,  a cross  patee  ra'gent ; motto,  Salus  per  Cliristum. 

Thomas  Fodv's  ofAchroJtiy,  descended  of  Tolijuhoun,  car- 
ries the  quartered  arms  of  Tolqiihonn,  all  within  a borduro 
cheque,  argent  and  gules ; erast,  a small  sword  bend'ways,  pro“ 
per  ; motto,  Scienter  utor.  Ibid. 

Alexander  Forbes  of  Savock,  second  son  ofForbes  of  Craigie, 
who  wxis  a second  son  of  the  Family  of  Tolquhoun,  carries  tho 
quartered  arms  of  Tolquhoun  ; and,  for  diflcrence,  a crescent 
surmounted  of  another.  Ibid. 

Forbes  of  Dallogie,  descended  of  tlic  family  of  Tolquhoun, 
parted  per  fesse,  azure  and  argent,  on  the  first  Forbes,  and  oa 
the  second  Preston;  crest,  a sheaf  of  arrow's,  proper;  wdth  the 
motto,  Concordia  pnesto.  Ibid. 

John  Forbes  ofijaHlnig,  a cadet  of  Monymusk,  azure,  a che- 
veron  between  three  bears’  heads  coiipcd  argent,  muzzled  gules, 
a man’s  heart,  proper,  between  two  skeins,  or  daggers,  of  tiie 
hrst,  pommcdled  or;  crest,  a skein  piercing  a man’s  iieart,  pro- 
per; motto,  Non  decst  spes.  Ibid. 

Arthur  Forbes  of  Iliras,  descended  of  Piisligo,  quarterly,  first 
and  fourth  or,  a lion  rampant  gules,  for  Wemyss  and  Rires ; 
second  and  third  Forbes ; crest,  a grey  hound  passant,  uroper ; 
motto,  Dilgclatio.  Ibid. 

Arthur  Forbes  of  Eight,  azure,  a fosse  cheque,  argent  and 
gules,  between  three  boars’  heads  couped  of  the  second,  and 
muzzled  of  the  third  ; crest,  a sand-glass,  proper;  motto,  Fugit 
bora.  Ib. 

Robert  Forbes  of  Robslaw^  sometime  provost  of  Aberdeen^ 
azure,  a skein  fesse  argent,  hiked  and  pommelled  or,  between 
three  bears’  heads  couped  of  the  second,  and  muzzled  sable  j 
crest,  a dove,  proper ; motto,  Virtute  cresco.  Ibid. 

Forbes  of  Millbuy,  azure,  a skein  pale-ways,  with  a wolf’s 
head  couped  or,  on  the  point,  between  three  bears’  beads  coup- 
ed argent,  muzzled  gules ; crest,  a bear’s  head  couped,  as  the 
former,  with  an  orle  of  olive  branches  vert;  motto,  Virtute  non 
ferocia.  Ibid. 

Forbes  of  Craigievar,  in  Aberdeenshire,  azure,  three  bears’ 
heads  couped  argent,  muzzled  sable,  in  the  centre  a cross  patce 
fitche  of  the  second ; crest,  a cock,  proper ; motto,  Watch.  II? . 
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This  family  is  clesccncled  of  Forbes  of  Corse,  ns  niso  the  follow- 
ing : 

Forbes  Viscount  of  Grannrd,  in  Ireland,  azure,  three  bears'"' 
heads  couped  argent,  muzzled  sable ; crest,  a bear  passant  ar- 
gent, seme  of  gouttes  dc  sang,  supported  on  the  right  by  an  uni- 
corn or,  powdered  with  ermine  spots  sable,  and  on  the  sinister 
by  a dragon  ermine  ; motto.  Fax  mentis  incendium  gloria;.  Sir 
George  Mackenzie. 

Those  also  of  tiie  surname  of  Mackay  carry  bear-beads  of  the 
same  tincture  aiid  field  with  the  Forbesses,  upon  the  account 
(hey  derive  their  descent  from  one  Alexander,  a younger  son  of 
Ochonacher,  the  progenitor  also  of  the  Forbesses,  who  came 
from  Ireland  to  Scotland  about  the  end  of  the  twelfth  century. 

The  fourth  in  descent  from  the  above-mentioned  Alexander 
wms  Donald  of  Strathnaver,  (as  by  the  manuscript  of  the  family) 
Vhose  son  and  successor  was  Y More  ; from  him  began  the  sur- 
name of  Mackay,  (i.  e.  Y his  sons),  whose  great-grandchild  was 
Angus  Mackay,  father  of  Y,  alias  Odo  Mackay  ; be  was  much  in 
favour  with  King  James  IV.  who  gave  to  him  the  lands  of  Alex- 
ander Sutherland  of  Defied,  as  by  a charter  of  the  date  1499 
(id  rotulis  Jacobi  Quarti),  “ Dedisse,  concessisse  & confirmasse 
Odoni  Mackay  & heredibus  suis,  terras  de  Farre,  Strathie,  Ky- 
iieve,  Kynned,  Gosesple,  Dilrit,  &c.  qu£e  quidem  terrse  fuerunt 
quondam  dicti  Alexandri  .%theraland  hereditarie,  & nunc  nobis 
pertinent,  & in  manibus  nostris  legitime  devenerunt,  ratione  fo- 
risfacturse  dicti  Alexandri,”  &c.  From  this  Odo  was  lineally 
descended  Sir  Donald  Mackay  of  Farre,  a valiant  man,  and  ol 
great  honour;  he,  by  a warrant  of  King  Charles  I.  took  over 
into  Germany  a regiment  of  2000  men  of  his  own  name  and  fob 
lowners,  to  the  assistaiice  of  the  King  and  Queen  of  Bohemia,  in 
the  year  162G  ; and  thereafter  he  entered  into  the  service  of  the 
King  of  Denmark  against  the  Emperor  ; and  after  that  w’ar  end- 
ed, he  served  with  his  own  regiment  under  Gustavus,  the  King 
of  Sweden,  w'ith  singular  valour  and  success.  King  Charles  I, 
created  him  a Knight  Baronet,  28th  of  March,  1627,  and  the 
year  following,  for  his  great  merit,  a Peer  of  Scotland,  by  the 
title  of  Lord  Beay.  He  died  in  the  year  1649,  leaving  issue  by 
Barbara,  his  lady,  a daughter  of  Kenneth  Lord  Kintail,  after- 
wards Earl  of  Seaforth,  John  bis  successor^  second  I^ord  Reay, 
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who  married  Bnrbara/sistcr  to  General  Ilngli  MacKay,  bywhoiri 
he  had  Donald,  Master  of  llae,  wlio  died  before  his  father,  leav- 
ing issue  by  his  lady,  a daughter  of  Sir  George  JMunro  of  Culrain, 
George  the  present  Lord  Rae. 

Their  achievements,  since  the  family  was  dignified,  are  azure, 
on  a cheveron  or,  accoinjianied  with  three  bears’  heads  couped 
argent,  muzzled  gules,  a roebuck’s  head  erased,  for  the  title  of 
Rae,  between  two  hands  holding  daggers,  all  proper;  and  for 
crest,  a right  hand  holding  up  a tlagger  pale-ways,  proper ; 
motto,  Mann  forti;  supporters,  two 'men  in  a military  dress, 
holding  muskets  in  sentry  postures. 


% % v-v  ^ • 


In  our  concluding  note,  wc  may  advert  to  a few  errrors  of  this 
Work. 

7th  page.  Introduction— -for  heveux,  heurev?.. 

Penultimo  do.  for  its  innate,  their  innate. 

Likewise  to  two  errors  in  the  “ Cullodeu  Papers f edited  by  die  Edi- 
tor of  this  Work.  James  Forbes,  there  stated  as  Lord  of  La  Faye,  not 
being  a brother  of  the  first  Duncan  of  Cullodeu,  but  a cousin  : and 
John,  the  son  of  said  Duncan,  being  married  to  the  daughter  of  Dun- 
bar of  Grange,  not  of  Hempriggs,  as  the  Editor  (^though  doubtmglp} 
judged.  John,  who  became  possessed  of  tlie  Marquisate  of  Blontilly, 
the  brother  of  the  first  Duncan  of  Culloden,  was  the  cause  of  James 
the  Lord  of  La  Ifayc,  being  judged  Duncan’s  brother.  As  to  the 
portion  of  the  Work  dedicated  to  the  Culloden  family  lieing  so  large, 
vve  have  stated  our  motives.  Had  cliance  put  the  documents  ofoihei- 
branches  in  our  possession,  no  doubt  much  might  have  been  added  to 
a Work  of  this  kind  from  them  ; but  we  shall  not  think  ourselves  quite 
divested  of  good  fortune,  since  we  have  had  that  of  dwelling  (though 
shortly)  upon  such  a character  as  the  Lord  President  Duncan  Forbes, 
the  ornament  of  his  country,  and  one  whose  virtues  were  sufficient  to 
exalt  the  noblest  name. 

Thee  Forbes  too,  whom  every  worth  attends. 

As  truth  sincere,  as  weeping  friendship  kind, 

Thee  truly  generous,  and  in  silence  great, 

Thy  country  feels  through  her  reviving  arts 
Plann’d  by  thy  wisdom,  by  thy  soul  inform’d  j 
And  seldom  has  she  knowa  a friend  like  thee# 
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^ir.  Forbes’s  narrative  is  rather  incorrect  in  some  respects,  as  far 
as  regards  the  cornposition  ; but  we  did  not  on  the  whole  think  it  best 
to  make  corrections,  for  by  such  alterations,  the  raciness  of  an  essay 
has  often  been  impaired. 

Our  notices  on  Flowdon  and  Pinkie  came  naturally  with  our  sub- 
ject; and  indeed  the  field  of  Flovrdon  is  in  Scotch  histoi*y  like  the 
deluge  in  that  of  the  vvorld,  obliterating  or  making  faint  and  obscure 
all  former  chains  of  events,  and  family  traditions,  and  lionours. 

Had  Mr.  LumsJen  enriched  his  Genealogy  with  dates,  it  would 
have  added  much  to  the  interest  of  his  Essay;  nor  can  we  withhold 
our  regret  that,  he  did  not  add  some  anecdotes  of  the  fights  of  Flow- 
don and  of  Pinkie,  both  of  wiiich  he  must  have  had  the  best  means  of 
knowing;  to  have  related  such  events  at  the  time  he  wrote  would  have 
been  telling  what  the  public  well  knew  ; yet  what  a mass  of  entertain  - 
ment  and  knowledge  has  been  lost  to  the  world  from  such  considera- 
tions ? so  fast  does  the  cloud  of  oblivion  steal  on,  that  even  a half  cen- 
tury obscures  the  details  of  biography  and  history  much  more  than  is 
generally  reflected  on,  by  consigning  to  the  dust  the  agents  and  their 
coevals  ; it  becomes  a matter  of  interest  to  know  whether  such  a man 
as  Milton  wore  buckles  or  latchets  to  his  shoes,  because  such  trivial 
circum.stances  are  not  only  generally  untold,  but  they  present  the  live- 
liest and  most  familiar  pictures  to  the  mind. — and  we  think  the  enter- 
tainment and  value  of  Froissart,  so  far  from  being  lessened,  are  greatly 
enhanced  by  the  minuteness  of  his  descriptions,  even  when  he  tells  us 
he  lodged  at  the  Falcon,  or  the  Crown,  and  narrates  the  names  of  his 
four  greyhounds,  as  w'e  remember  Holland,  Tristan,  Bruno  and  Hector. 
Yet  to  the  contemplative  mind  even  the  reflection  on  such  a mixture 
as  Froissart  gives  of  the  great  and  of  the  trivial,  may  not  be  without  its 
due  advantage  ; vast  as  the  distinctions  once  were,  a few  years  have 
made  them  equally  unimportant ; and  however  humiliating  the  consi- 
deration may  be,  it  is  nevertheless  indisputable,  that  all  the  pride  of  pa- 
geantry, and  of  the  mortals  whose  names  and  vanity  arc  meant  to  be 
honoured  by  it,  are  hastening  with  ceaseless  velocity  to  the  gulph  where 
the  meanest  animals  of  the  train  of  pomp,  wdll  equally  engage  our  in- 
terest. The  pursuits  of  life  become  important  merely  from  a delusive 
tendency  of  our  nature,  (certainly  implanted  for  the  best  purposes) 
which  makes  us  evade  the  honest  and  constant  conviction  of  our  sedater 
thoughts  ; \et  we  cannot  too  soon  or  too  often  habituate  our  faculties 
to  throw  aside  the  veil  which  obscures  our  vision  ; however  strong  the 
tendency  to  deceive  ourselves  may  be,  a moment  can  always  break  the 
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earthly  spell,  and  restore  us  to  our  senses  ; for  surely  reason  will  ever 
come  to  our  help,  when  not  forcibly  thrust  out,  and  teach  us  to  look 
upon  worldly  concerns  in  their  true  colours,  and  revolve,  as  did  the 
Poet,  that 

This  vast  and  solid  earth,  that  blazing  sun, 

Those  skies  through  which  he  rolls,  must  all  have  end, 

What  then  is  man  ? the  smallest  part  of  nothing  ! 

Day  buries  day,  month  month,  an^  year  the  year  ; 

Our  life  is  but  a chain  of  many  deaths  j 
Life  is  the  desert,  life  the  solitude, 

Death  joins  us  to  the  great  majority  ; 

’Tis  to  be  borne  to  Platos  and  to  Caesars—. 

’Tis  pleasure,  ’tis  ambition  then  to  die. 
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DEDICATION 


TO 

ALEXANDER,  DUKE  OF  HAMILTON,  &c. 


My  Lord  Duke, 

Having  inquired  into  the  pedigree  of  the 
House  of  Hamilton,  and  into  the  public  transactions  of  your 
Grace’s  ancestors,  respecting  whom  erroneous  accounts  have  gone 
abroad ; and  as  it  must  be  desirable  that  your  Grace  and  the  pub- 
lic should  be  undeceived  in  such  matters,  I have  drawn  up  what 
I trust  will  be  found  to  be  a more  correct  account  of  the  origin 
of  your  noble  House,  and  of  their  public  transactions,  than  any 
hitherto  published:  and  which  I take  the  liberty  to  Dedicate  to 
your  Grace,  as  Chief  of  that  House.  Holding  it  to  be  the  right 
of  every  man  to  correct  errors  in  the  history  of  his  country,  or 
on  the  public  conduct  of  men  of  rank,  which  forms  a part  of  that 
history;  1 offer  no  apology  for  having  so  published  and  dedicated 
this  inquiry.  My  object  in  doing  so  is  neither  to  flatter,  nor  to 
deceive,  but  to  state  the  naked  truth. 

It  is  none  of  the  smallest  misfortunes  of  persons  in  elevated 
rank,  that  the  truth  does  not  always  reach  their  ears;  and  espe- 
cially those  who  limit  their  intercourse  to  a few,  and  these  some- 
times not  the  most  deserving  of  confidence.  This  small  pamphlet 
contains  more  undisguised  truth,  on  the  subjects  it  embraces,  than 
has  ever  before  been  told  to  your  Grace,  or  probably  to  any  of 
your  ancestors.  But  surely  nothing  will  be  more  acceptable  to  a 
patriotic  Nobleman,  than  candid  and  fair  dealing.  And  if  I shall 
live  to  pursue  my  inquiries  into  local  transactions,  I shall  study 
to  be  equally  candid  and  explicit.  For  me  before  a Monarch’s 
face:  even  there  I winna  flatter.” 

I am,  My  Lord  Duke,  with  due  respect  to  your  Grace’s  rank, 
and  to  the  virtues  you  possess. 

Your  Grace’s  most  obedient 

humble  servant, 

WILLIAM  AITON. 


Hamtltofi,^  lOth  Angusf,  1827. 
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PREFACE. 


When  the  author  of  this  inquiry  first  proposed  to  have  drawn 
up,  about  the  end  of  last  century,  a genealogical  account  of  the 
Hamiltons,  and  some  other  families  holding  property  on  the 
Aven,  in  order  to  enhance  a Topographical  and  Agricultural  sketch 
of  the  parishes  situated  on  that  river;  he  was  then  so  little  ac- 
quainted Muth  the  history  of  the  Hamilton  family,  that  he  aimed 
at  nothing  beyond  an  abridgment  of  the  accounts  then  extant. 
But  having  laid  aside  the  publication  he  had  then  projected;  and 
new  works  having  been  since  published,  as  to  the  pedigree  of  the 
Hamiltons,'  and  the  author  having  since  that  time  made  himself 
better  acquainted  with  the  History  of  the  period  during  which  the 
Hamilton  family  have  arisen  and  flourished;  and  having  not  only 
inquired  into  their  true  pedigree  and  descent,  but  also  into  the  public 
transactions  of  the  heads  of  the  family,  and  how  they  acquired 
their  extensive  Estates;  he  is  now  prepared  to  state  more  cor- 
rectly than  has  ever  yet  been  done,  the  authentic  origin  of  the 
Ducal  family  of  Hamilton.  And  at  the  same  time,  to  expose 
some  of  the  errors  that  the  Biographers  of  that  family  have  gone 
into,  both  as  to  their  pedigree  and  conduct  in  public  life. 

He  will  instruct  in  this  inquiry,  that  none  of  the  Hamiltons  in 
Scotland  are  descended  from  the  Earls  of  Mellent  or  Leicester, 
as  their  Historians  have  attempted  to  show.  He  will  point  out 
the  true  origin  of  that  family,  as  far  as  it  is  instructed  by  char- 
ters or  the  public  records  extant — show  how  they  acquired  their 
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Estates — and  }io\v  they  conducted  themselves  in  the  discharge  of 
the  various  public  situations,  to  which  they  have  been  raised.  Lin- 
eage and  affluence  can  only  be  creditable  to  those  whose  conduct 
corresponds  with  the  origin  they  claim,  and  the  wealth  they  have 
honourably  come  by.  For  though  we  are  taught  that  the  right- 
eous shall  be  held  in  everlasting  remembrance,  yet  we  also  know 
that  the  memory  of  the  wicked  shall  rot. 


# 


INTRODUCTORY  REMARKS. 


Pedigree,  and  Genealogy,  though  subjects  of  such  minor  im- 
portance  as  to  be  laughed  at  by  many,  yet  when  traced  from  authen- 
tic sources,  and  faithfully  detailed,  they  form  agreeable  subjects 
of  research.  For  though  the  whole  human  race  are  said  to  be 
■L  descended  from  one  common  parent;  still  it  must  be  desirable  for 

I*  every  family  to  be  able  to  point  out  their  pedigree,  as  far  back  as 

- it  can  be  correctly  authenticated.  The  Jews  were  at  great  pains 

‘ to  trace  their  pedigree,  from  the  most  remote  ancestry;  hence 

the  Genealogical  details  we  find  in  both  the  Old  and  New  Testa- 
; ment. 

‘ But  though  well  authenticated  pedigree  forms  a rational  sub- 

ject of  inquiry,  nothing  can  be  more  ridiculous,  than  some  of  the 
I vagaries  that  have  been  palmed  on  the  public  on  that  subject;  where 

i attempts  have  been  made,  to  trace  lines  of  ancestry,  much  farth- 

1 er  back  than  can  be  supported  by  authentic  documents;  and  to 

v|  ingraft  insignificant  scions  on  some  ancient  stock.  Such  has  of 

; late  been  the  ambition  for  remote  ancestry,  that  some  families, 

and  their  fawning  historians,  have  not  only  vended  the  most  ex- 
jj|  travagant  conjectures,  as  to  their  pedigree,  but  have  in  some  in- 
stances,  framed  family  manuscripts,  which  they  pretend  are  of 
considerable  antiquity,  in  support  of  their  fanciful  and  ill-founded 
^ claims  to  high  descent.  There  has  been  much  bickering  among 

^ the  different  families  of  the  Stewarts,  from  some  of  them  attempt- 

k;  ing  to  plant  their  sprig  on  the  ancient  stock  of  Banco,  which  Mr. 

2 Chalmers  has  shown  to  have  existed  only  in  the  fictions  and  fol- 

S lies  of  some  of  our  Scottish  historians;  while  others  of  that  race 

J-  have  made  great  efforts  to  lop  off  the  ingraft,  in  order  to  make 

room  for  their  own  scion,  probably  little  better  authenticated. 

B Truth  seems  in  some  instances  to  have  been  disregarded,  in  the 
credulous  narratives  of  these  genealogists;  and  the  most  absurd 
! . traditions  and  conjectures  have  been  vended.  The  biographers 
of  the  Douglases  have  not  been  content  with  giving  the  authen- 
I tic  history  of  that  very  ancient,  and  at  one  time  the  greatest  of 
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our  iScottisli  Barons;  hut  liave  attempted  to  trace  their  pedi- 
gree some  generations  beyond  the  dawn  of  record,  or  the  authen- 
tic existence  of  that  family  in  Scotland.  And  the  historians  of 
many  other  families  have  also  wandered  blindly  into  the  same 
courses  of  legendary  error  and  perplexity. 

Similar  attempts  have  been  made  to  trace  the  origin  of  the  chief 
of  the  Hamiltons  several  centuries,  and  many  descents  farther  back 
than  can  be  instructed  by  authenticated  documents;  and  to  clothe 
their  origin  in  all  the  wild  extravagance  of  legend.  When  en- 
deavouring to  trace,  some  years  ago,  the  Raploch  branch  of  the 
Hamiltons,  I applied  to  the  Gentleman  who  then  held  that  Es- 
tate, for  such  information  as  he  could  give  on  the  subjects  of  my 
inquiry.  This  he  readily  promised,  and  soon  after  sent  me, 
what  he  was  pleased  to  call,  a genealogical  account  of  the  Raploch 
family:  in  which  he  did  not,  like  the  head  of  the  Hamiltons, 
trace  their  origin  from  Goths  and  Normans;  but  started  the  pedi- 
gree of  his  branch,  from  one  of  the  companions  of  the  celebrated 
Eneas,  who  he  said  had  reached  the  shores  of  Italy,  in  the  same 
vessel  with  that  hero  of  ancient  fable ! ! But  when  I met  after- 
wards with  the  chief  of  the  Raploch  family,  he  told  me  that  my 
correspondent  was  merely  the  son  of  a Blacksmith,  on  that  Estate, 
whose  pedigree  could  not  be  traced  beyond  three  or  four  descents. 

A Gentleman  in  Lanarkshire,  whose  surname  is  Vere  or  Wier, 
mentioned  to  some  of  his  friends,  that  his  family  was  not  only 
descended  from  the  ancient  family  of  Veres,  Earls  of  Oxford;  but 
that  they  took  their  origin  from  the  Emperor  Varro.  On  which 
a farmer  of  the  name  of  Torrance  remarked,  that  he  also  traced 
his  descent  from  the  same  origin,  as  that  Emperor  was  named 
Terrentius  Varro.  The  true  origin  of  the  Veres,  and  Wiers  of 
Lanarkshire,  is  from  Radulph  Vere,  a Fleming  of  some  rank, 
who  was  taken  prisoner  by  William  the  Lion,  at  the  seige  of 
Alnwick  in  1174,  and  obtained  from  that  King,  certain  lands  in 
Lesmehagow,  part  of  which  they  still  retain. 

Another  error  frequently  gone  into,  by  writers  oq  genealogy, 
and  particularly  by  the  biographers  of  the  Hamiltons,  is  giving  fic^ 
titious  characters  to  the  subjects  of  their  memoirs — glossing  over 
their  errors  and  crimes — representing  the  most  insignificant,  un- 
principled and  worthless,  as  heroes,  sages  and  patriots — and  imput- 
ing to  them,  actions  of  valour  and  renown,  to  which  they  have  no 
just  claim.  Mr.  Crawford,  for  instance,  who  says  he  writes  chief- 
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ly  oil  the  authority  of  a manuscript  of  Mr.  Hamilton  of  Wishaw, 
not  only  ascribes  “ great  and  vast  exploits”  to  Gilbert,  the  found- 
er, (or  rather  the  father  of  the  founder)  of  the  Ducal  family  of 
Hamiltons,  and  brings  him  forward  in  aid  of  Bruce,  at  the  Bat- 
tle of  Bannockburn,  though  he  was  then  in  his  grave,  and  his 
son  Walter  was  fighting  on  the  side  of  Edward  on  that  occasion; 
but  he  bestows  the  most  flattering  and  fulsome  compliments  on 
every  descendant  of  the  family,  even  where  he  owns  that  he  knew 
nothing  of  their  history.  He  says,  the  first  Sir  John  “ appears 
to  have  been  a person  of  special  account;”  though  he  adds,  “ I 
could  not  procure  any  memoirs  of  him,  proper  to  be  inserted.” 
Most  of  the  other  biographers  of  the  family  follow  Crawford 
more  or  less.  For  it  seems  to  be  common,  for  those  who  write 
on  that  subject  to  copy  from  each  other,  or  from  sucli  manu- 
scripts as  the  families  whose  lineage  they  pretend  to  trace  put 
into  their  hands,  without  giving  themselves  the  trouble  to  in- 
quire, whether  the  accounts  they  transcribe  are  authentic  or  fab- 
ulous. Even  the  intelligent  author  of  Caledonia,  who  has  in  so 
many  instances,  exposed  the  errors  of  genealogists,  points  out  in 
one  place  the  Douglases  as  the  disturbers,  and  the  Hamiltons  as 
the  ornaments  of  Lanarkshire;  though  he  has,  in  that  interesting 
work,  recorded  many  valorous  actions  of  the  former,  and  none 
of  the  latter;  and  though  he  points  out  .James,  second  Earl  of 
Arran,  the  greatest  of  the  name,  as  “ one  of  the  weakest  of  man- 
kind,” and  he  might  well  have  added,  that  he  was  also  one  of  the 
most  unprincipled,  and  worthless. 

The  Douglases  were  a race  of  heroes,  who  sometimes,  from 
ill  usage,  or  unbounded  ambition,  became  rebels  against  their 
sovereigns;  but  there  seems  not  to  be  any  instances  recorded  of 
one  of  the  Douglases  acting  deceitfully,  or  with  cowardice.  But 
it  will  be  seen  in  the  sequel,  that  severals  of  the  Hamiltons  act- 
ed the  part  of  intriguers,  deceivers,  and  rebels;  joining  in  forays 
and  rebellions,  in  almost  every  reign,  and  frequently  either  desert- 
ing their  associates  in  crime,  or  spoiling  their  projects  by  coward- 
ice. The  ancient  Douglases  were  long  a race  of  turbulent  heroes; 
while  their  cotemporaries,  the  Hamiltons  of  those  times,  acted  al- 
ternately the  part  of  traitors,  intriguers,  betrayers,  and  })oltroons. 
Many  of  the  Douglases  fell  in  the  field  of  battle;  but  except  that 
William,  the  second  Duke  of  Hamilton,  was  killed  at  the  battle 
of  Worcester,  none  other  of  Ids  race  ever  left  one  drop  of  their 
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blood,  on  the  bed  of  honour;  unless  the  sanguinary  duel  between 
James,  fourth  Duke  of  Hamilton,  and  Lord  Mahun,  can  be  con- 
sidered honourable  warfare.  And  we  need  not  go  far  beyond 
the  pages  of  Caledonia,  to  establish  the  characters  of  both  the 
Douglases  and  Hamiltons,  as  here  represented. 


CHAPTER  I. 

INQUIRY  INTO  THE  PEDIGREE  OF  THE  DUCAL  FAMILY 
OF  HAMILTONS. 


Section  I. 

The  origin  of  the  family  ^ as  given  by  their  Biographers. 

George  Buchanan,  and  some  others  of  our  historians,  mention, 
that  a story  had  been  current  at  the  time  he  wrote,  that  in  the 
reign  of  King  Robert  Bruce,  a certain  Nobleman,  having  spoken 
favourably  of  the  Scottish  King,  at  the  court  of  Edward,  was 
checked  and  struck  at,  by  one  of  the  noble  family  of  Spensers. 
That  next  day  the  panegyrist  of  Bruce  killed  the  Spenser,  and 
fled  to  Scotland,  where  he  was  rewarded  by  the  King  with  the 
gift  of  extensive  estates.  This  story,  which  may  be  partly  true, 
or  merely  legendary,  for  any  thing  that  can  now  be  known,  has 
been  by  the  Hamiltons  and  their  historians  magnified  into  a 
mighty  high  descent,  many  generations  before  the  reign  of  Bruce. 
They  pretend  that  this  nobleman,  who  so  strangely  and  unseason- 
ably praised  Bruce,  at  the  court  of  the  English  Monarch,  was  a 
son  of  the  Earl  of  Leicester;  and  that  he  became  the  founder  of 
not  only  the  Ducal  family  of  Hamilton,  but  that  all  the  Hamil- 
tons now  in  Scotland  are  descended  from  him. 

It  is  not  easy  to  determine,  nor  indeed  necessary  to  inquire, 
when  the  Hamiltons  first  set  up  their  claim,  to  a descent  so  re- 
spectable. But  it  seems  to  have  been  as  early  as  the  days  of 
George  Buchanan,  that  they  laid  claim  to  descent  from  this  pane- 
gyrist of  Bruce,  and  murderer  of  a Spenser.  It  does  not  appear, 
that  any  of  the  family,  or  their  historians,  ever  pretended,  till 
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long  after  the  time  of  Buchanan,  that  this  Knight  of  the  dagger, 
who  killed  the  Spenser,  and  became  ‘‘  the  progenitor  of  all  the 
Hamiltons  in  Scotland,”  had  been  a son  of  the  Earl  of  Leicester. 
The  honour  of  that  discovery  seems  to  have  been  reserved  to 
George  Crawford,  who  wrote  about  the  beginning  of  last  century; 
four  hundred  years  after  that  event  is  said  to  have  happened,  and 
150  years  or  so,  from  the  time  that  Buchanan  and  others  had 
given  it  publicity.  And  we  shall  see  on  what  authority  he  did 
so. 

George  Crawford,  who  is  the  first,  and  the  most  servile  of 
the  genealogical  historians  of  the  Hamilton  family,  says  that  the 
man  who  spoke  so  favourably  of  Bruce,  at  the  court  of  Ed- 
ward, and  who  next  day  stabbed  the  Spenser,  and  received 
for  these  doings  the  estates  that  have  been  referred  to,  was  a 
son  of  the  Earl  of  Leicester;  and  that  he  became  the  founder  of 
the  whole  Hamiltons  in  Scotland.  Nisbet,  who  wrote  a few  years 
after  Crawford,  repeats  the  story  told  by  Buchanan;  adopts  the 
addition  made  to  it  by  Crawford,  and  attempts  to  trace  the  ped- 
igree of  the  Hamiltons,  from  the  Earls  of  Mellent  in  Normandy: 
from  whom  it  seems  the  Earls  of  Leicester  in  England  were  de- 
scended. And  Mr.  Anderson  in  his  historical  and  genealogical  me- 
moirs of  the  Hamiltons,  recently  published,  after  having  been  shown 
to  his  Grace  now  at  the  head  of  the  Hamiltons,  traces  the  family 
origin,  from  some  leader  of  one  of  the  hordes  of  Goths  or  Scan- 
dinavians, that  broke  in  upon  the  Roman  Empire,  and  establish- 
ed themselves  in  Normandy.  How  much  farther  back  into  the 
dark  regions  of  fancy  and  fable,  and  beyond  tlie  dawn  of  record 
or  authentic  history ; or  from  Avhat  still  greater  chieftain  or  sav- 
age, the  next  historian,  who  may  write  under  the  family  auspices, 
will  attempt  to  carry  the  pedigree  of  the  Hamiltons,  is  not  easy 
to  conjecture.  The  Goths  are  represented  by  historians  to  have 
been  the  descendants  of  the  Scythians,  who  are  mentioned  as  the 
most  ancient  inhabitants  of  Persia,  and  v/ho  afterwards  establish- 
themselves  in  the  Eastern  parts  of  Europe,  on  the  side  of  the 
Euxine  sea ; and  from  thence  extended  themselves  towards  the 
north  and  west  of  Europe,  long  before  they  overran  the  Roman 
Empire.  So  that  an  immensely  wide  field  still  remains  to  be  ex- 
plored, from  the  leader  of  Goths  into  Normandy,  back  to  Ninus 
the  builder  of  the  tower  of  Babylon. 

Sir  Robert  Douglas,  Mr.  Wood,  and  Mr.  Anderson,  seem  all 
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to  have  given  such  credit  to  the  descent  of  the  Hamiltons  from 
the  Earl  of  Leicester,  that  they  have  each  of  them  prefaced  their 
genealogies  of  the  Hamiltons  with  several  generations  of  the 
Leicester  and  Mellent  families.  So  that  the  original  account, 
thus  improved  upon  and  added  to,  by  one  after  another  of  the 
family  historians,  now  amounts  to  this,  that  a leader  of  northern 
savages,  from  Jutland  or  Scandinavia,  settled  in  Normandy, 
where  he  was  metamorphosed  into  a Norman  Earl;  that  one  of 
his  descendants  came  to  England  with  William  the  Conqueror, 
and  became  Earl  of  Leicester  there;  and  that  one  of  his  offspring, 
being  checked  and  chastised  by  Spenser,  whom  he  murdered  next 
day,  and  having  made  good  his  retreat  to  Scotland,  got  lands 
on  the  Clyde,  and  became  the  “ progenitor  of  all  the  Hamiltons 
in  Scotland;”  and  ultimately  the  first  Peer  of  that  Kingdom. 

Such  is  their  own  account  of  themselves ; but  it  requires  to  be 
further  investigated,  before  implicit  faith  can  be  given  to  the 
story.  That  repeated  swarms  of  Goths,  or  other  savage  tribes, 
from  the  northern  parts  of  Europe,  overran  Gaul,  and  other 
provinces  of  the  Roman  Empire,  cannot  be  doubted.  That  one 
horde  of  Goths  made  good  a settlement  in  Normandy,  and  that 
one  of  them,  or  his  offspring,  became  Earl  of  Mellent  in  Norman- 
dy, has  been  mentioned  by  historians,  and  is  believed  to  be  cor- 
rect. Th.at  one  of  that  family  came  to  England,  with  the  Con- 
queror, and  received  from  that  Monarch  nineteen  Lordships  in 
England,  and  was  created  Earl  of  Leicester  theue,  wdll  be  read- 
ily admitted,  as  a historical  fact.  But  that  ever  any  one  or  other 
of  the  sons  or  descendants  of  the  Earls  of  Leicester,  became  the 
founder  of  the  Scottish  Hamiltons,  cannot  be  admitted.  And 
for  this  reason,  that  Hone  of  the  family,  or  their  biographers, 
or  historians,  have  quoted,  or  been  able  to  point  out  such  author- 
ities, as  can  satisfy  any  man,  that  the  Hamiltons  had  an  origin 
nearly  so  respectable. 


Section  II. 

References  to  various  historians,  and  their  errors  pointed  out. 

George  Buchanan,  in  Vol.  II.  book  8,  page  50,  of  Kay’s 
Edition,  says,  “ Our  writers  cast  the  rise  of  the  Hamiltons, 
“now  a powerful  family  in  Scotland,  upon  these  times.”  He 
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gives  no  date,  but  in  a few  lines  after  lie  gives  the  date  of  1327, 
so  that  it  must  have  been  sometime  about  the  middle  of  the  reign 
of  Robert  Bruce,  that  the  historian  means  by  ‘‘  these  times.”  He 
says  “ there  was  a certain  Nobleman  in  the  Court  of  England, 

“ who  spoke  honourably  of  the  fortune*  and  valour  of  Bruce,”  &c. 
But  Buchanan  does  not  say  that  this  “ certain  Nobleman  ” was 
one  of  the  Leicester  family,  or  even  that  he  was  an  Englishman. 

Nicholls,  in  his  history  of  Leicestershire,  repeats  on  the  author- 
ity of  one  Burton,  a similar  story,  and  says  that  the  name  of  the 
panegyrist  of  Bruce,  and  murderer  of  Spenser,  was  Sir  Gilbert 
Hamilton;  that  he  received  land  in  Cadzow,  and  married  the 
daughter  of  the  Earl  of  Morray. 

Ballanden  again  tells  a similar  story,  and  says  the  name  of  the 
runaway  was  Hantoune.  Hollinshed  and  others  repeat  the  same 
story.  Father  Hay,  in  his  MS.  in  the  Advocates’  Library,  also 
repeats  the  story,  says  the  name  of  the  man  was  Sir  Gilbert,  and 
that  he  married^  Isabell,  sister  to  the  Earl  of  Morray.  But  Mr. 
Anderson  thinks  that  his  name  ought  to  have  been  Gulielmus, 
and  not  Gilbert;  and  the  name  of  his  wdfe  Johanna,  Countess  of 
Strathern.  So  that  scarcely  two  of  them,  or  of  others  that  might 
have  been  pointed  out,  agree  in  any  one  thing,  except  the  legen- 
dary story,  (which  does  not  bear  the  face  of  probability,)  that  a 
Nobleman  praised  Bruce  at  the  Court  of  Edward,  and  next  day 
stabbed  the  Spenser  who  had  checked  him,  and  that  he  made 
good  his  flight  to  Scotland. 

George  Crawford,  who  wrote  in  1716,  says  in  his  Peerage, 
page  186,  that  “ Sir  Gilbert  Hamilton,  the  first  of  the  illustrious 
“ race,  who  transplanted  himself  from  the  kingdom  of  England, 
“ was  extracted  from  the  ancient  Earls  of  Leicester.”  And  he 
repeats  the  story  given  by  Buchanan ; only  substitutes  the  name 
of  “ Sir  Gilbert,”  for  the  “ certain  Nobleman,”  mentioned  by 
Buchanan. 

But  on  what  authority  does  Mr.  Crawford  give  the  name  and 
descent  of  that  certain  Nobleman  ? Not  on  that  of  any  charter, 
record,  or  written  document,  or  authentic  history  whatever.  He 
says,  “ I must  acknowledge  I have  not  had  the  honour  to  peruse 
‘‘  the  more  ancient  writes  of  the  family  of  Hamilton;  wherefore 
“ I am  obliged  to  rely  on  the  account  given  me  from  Mr.  Hamilton 
‘‘  of  Wishaiv”  So  that  the  main  root  of  the  pedigree,  which  tlie 
family  have  attempted  to  assume,  rests  on  the  manuscript  of  one 
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t)f  themselves;  not  written  at  the  time  to  which  it  refers,  nor 
founded  on  any  authentic  document;  but  drawn  up  about  300 
years  after  the  period  to  which  it  relates;  and  supported  by  no 
other  authority  than  the  legendary  tales  of  the  family,  and  their 
gossiping  friends,  which  are  evidently  incorrect,  in  various  par- 
ticulars. 

And  what  has  become  of  that  Wishaw  manuscript,  on  which  the 
foundation  of  tlie  genealogy  of  the  family  Avas  built  ? It  was  given 
out,  it  seems,  to  Mr.  Crawford,  until  the  favourite  pedigree  was 
copied  by  him,  published  in  his  book,  and  copied  into  other  geneal- 
ogical histories  of  the  family ; since  which,  the  Wishaw  manuscript, 
which  displayed  the  root  of  the  family  pedigree,  has  become  in- 
visible. A copy  of  it,  which  was  said  to  have  been  at  one  time 
in  the  Advocates’  Library,  has  disappeared ; and  if  any  such  copy 
has  been  preserved  in  Wishaw  House,  it  has  been  refused  to  be 
shewn,  even  to  the  genealogists  that  are  most  friendly  to  the 
family. 

But  what  could  any  of  the  family  of  WishaAv,  living  and  writ- 
ing about  the  beginning  of  last  century,  know  about  the  founder 
of  the  Hamiltons,  in  the  beginning  of  the  fourteenth  century, 
except  what  they  found  on  authentic  record.  And  if  any  of  them, 
or  others  of  the  Hamiltons,  or  their  historians,  have  discovered 
any  thing  in  the  records,  or  in  family  charters,  that  supports  a 
point  about  which  they  appear  to  be  anxious,  why  have  not  such 
authorities  been  quoted  and  pointed  out  ? And  why  has  the  MS. 
such  as  it  was,  become  invisible  ? The  public  has  been  so  often 
gulled,  by  such  manuscript  histories,  that  they  now  hold  them 
very  cheap,  except  in  so  far  as  they  are  supported  by  authentic 
documents. 

But  if  we  examine  the  accounts  given  by  the  family  historians 
of  the  founder  of  the  family  of  the  Hamiltons,  it  will  be  found  to 
be  merely  legendary;  and  that  their  biographers  do  not  agree 
among  themselves  as  to  the  name,  the  time,  or  the  circumstances, 
under  which  they  attempt  to  bring  the  imaginary  progenitor  of 
the  family  on  the  stage. 

The  story  told,  of  a man  praising  Bruce,  in  the  palace  of  King 
Edward,  and  in  the  presence  of  his  Court,  is  far  from  being  pro- 
bable. Edward  I.  Avas  not  one  likely  to  have  met  with  such  an 
insult,  or  to  have  borne  it,  if  offered.  It  can  hardly  be  credited, 
that  any  man,  in  his  sound  senses,  Avould  have  ventured  to  have 
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insulted  such  a monarch,  in  the  presence  of  his  Nobles,-  and  un- 
der such  circumstances.  But  of  all  others,  it  is  least  probable, 
that  any  son  of  the  Earl  of  Leicester,  the  near  relation  to  the 
King  of  England,  and  whose  grand,  or  great  grandfather,  had 
received  from  the  Conqueror  nineteen  Lordships  in  England,  and 
held  an  Earldom  under  him  in  Normandy,  would  act  so  impru- 
dent and  absurd  a part,  as  to  proclaim,  in  the  Royal  mansion,  the 
praises  of  the  King’s  rival  as  to  Scotland.  If  he  had  been  so 
extremely  foolish  as  to  have  done  so,  would  not  such  a monarch 
as  Edward  I.  was,  have  instantly  confiscated  his  Estates ! Yet 
we  hear  nothing  of  an  Escheat  going  out  against  any  one  or  other 
of  the  Leicester  family. 

The  story  bears,  that  the  person  who  did  so,  and  who  next 
day  stabbed  the  Spenser,  was  pursued,  but  made  good  his  retreat 
to  Scotland.  But  if  it  had  been  one  of  the  sons  of  the  Earl  of 
Leicester,  who  acted  such  an  incautious  and  criminal  part,  we 
should  have  had  the  story  better  attested  than  by  the  legends  of 
the  family  of  Hamilton.  Every  public  transaction  of  the  family 
of  Leicester  is  correctly  detailed  by  the  English  historians  of  that 
period;  none  of  whom  mention  that  any  one  or  other  of  that  lio- 
ble  race  either  insulted  his  Sovereign,  killed  a Spenser,  or  fled  to 
Scotland.  Dugdale,  the  great  English  Peerage  writer,  makes  no 
mention  of  any  suph  occurrence ; though  he  details  the  genealogfy 
of  the  Leicester  family  most  distinctly.  Neither  does  he  say  that 
the  Hamiltons,  or  any  Scottish  family  whatever,  were  sprung 
from  that  noble  House;  though  he  traces  out  every  descendant 
of  the  Leicester  family,  from  their  first  establishment  in  England, 
till  they  failed  in  the  male  line  at  the  death  of  the  fourth  Earl, 
about  12041,  leaving  his  immense  Estates  to  his  two  sisters:  which 
proves  clearly,  that  he  had  neither  son  nor  brother,  nor  descen- 
dant of  either,  to  succeed  him. 

Neither  is  it  probable  that  King  Robert  Bruce,  in  the  ninth 
year  of  his  reign,  would  have  given,  witli  such  lavity,  §o  many 
extensive  Estates,  to  a fugitive  and  murderer,  who  had  done  him 
no  other  service,  than  merely  raising  a Row  in  the  Court  of  his 
own  Sovereign,  stabbing  a Nobleman,  and  joining  Bruce  single- 
handed.  Besides,  we  shall  see  in  course,  that  these  Estates  were 
given  to  the  founder  of  the  Hamilton  family,  for  a very  different, 
and  still  less  honourable  piece  of  service.  It  may  therefore  be 
concluded,  that  the  wdiole  story  is  merely  legendary.  But  if  it  has 
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auy  foundation  in  fact,  or  is  at  all  credible,  none  of  the  Leicester 
family  could  ever  be  concerned  in  the  absurd  and  murderous 
project. 

If  we  attend  to  the  names  and  dates  given  by  the  historians  of 
the  Hamilton  family,  we  can  easily  perceive  the  whole  story  to 
be  mere  humbug.  Some  of  these  historians,  particularly  Mr. 
Crawford,  (who  acknowledges  that  his  information  was  taken 
from  the  Wishaw  manuscript,)  calls  the  founder  of  the  family 
Sir  Gilbert  Hamilton.  But  if  his  name  was  Gilbert,  he  could  not 
be  a son  of  the  Earl  of  Leicester,  as  none  of  that  family  ever 
bore  that  name.  Perceiving  this,  and  observing  that  the  third 
Earl  of  Leicester  had  a son  of  the  name  of  William,  the  other 
biographers  of  the  family  fix  upon  him  as  the  founder  of  the 
Hamiltons.  On  this  subject,  however,  Mr.Wood  justly  observes, 
that  as  the  father  and  mother  of  this,  the  only  William  in  the 
Leicester  family,  were  married  so  early  as  the  year  1167,  it  was 
impossible  that  their  son  could  kill  a Spenser,  fly  to  Scotland,  and 
found  a family  there,  during  the  reign  of  King  Robert  Bruce, 
which  commenced  in  1306,  and  terminated  in  1329.  Would  the 
biographers  of  any  other  family,  except  the  Hamiltons,  put  forth 
and  persist  in  such  obvious  absurdities  ? 

Mr.  Wood  also  remarks,  that  it  is  evident  that  Roger,  who 
Iield  the  office  of  Chancellor  in  Scotland,  from  1178  to  1189,  and 
was  Bishop  of  St.  Andrews,  from  1189  till  his  death  in  1202,  was 
not  a son  of  the  third  Earl  of  Leicester,  whose  marriage  did  not 
take  place  till  1167.  Neither  is  it  possible  that  Gilbert,  who  they 
pretend  left  England  in  1323,  could  be  the  son  of  William,  who 
they  say  was  the  brother  of  Roger,  and  who  visited  Scotland  in 
1215. 

Mr.  Nisbet,  or  his  continuator,  in  remarks  made  on  Ragman 
roll,  page  3 of  Appendix  to  Vol.  2d,  of  his  Heraldry,  &c.  says 
that  he  doubts  the  account  given  by  Mr.  Hamilton  of  Wishaw, 
as  to  Walter  Fitz-Gilbert,  vdiose  name  appears  in  that  roll,  be- 
ing at  all  the  ancestor  of  the  Ducal  line  of  Hamiltons.  After 
stating  that  most  of  our  modern  historians  had  followed  the  opin- 
ion of  Mr.  Hamilton,  that  this  Walter  was  the  ancestor  of  the 
Hamilton  family;  he  says,  “ I have  some  difficulty  about  it  iny- 
“ self,  how  he  came  to  take  or  assume  the  surname  of  Hamilton; 
“ or  where  that  place  lay;  for  it  is  not  the  barony  now,  and  for 
“sometime  past,  <*alled  Hamilton:  For  at  this  time,  1292,  it 
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“ was  then  called  Baronia  de  Cadioic,  and  was  Crown  lands.”  It 
was  the  occasional  residence  of  the  Scottish  kings,  from  whence 
many  of  their  Charters  were  given  out;  and  particularly  that  by 
Robert  1.  giving  vigente  mercurum,  from  that  Estate  to  the  church 
of  Glasgow,  payable  from  “ de  Baronia  nostra  de  Cadiow”  And 
he  observes  that  in  the  Charter  by  that  monarch  to  Walter,  he 
does  not  give  him  the  surname  of  Hamilton,  but  merely  the  pa- 
tronimic  name  “ AValterus  filius  Gilbert!.”  And  that  his  son 
David  did  not  take  the  surname  of  Hamilton,  but  is  designed  in 
his  Charter  “ David  filius  Walter!  filii  Gilbert!.”  And  that  his 
son  David,  the  second  of  that  name,  did  not  take  the  surname  of 
Hamilton  in  his  Charter,  but  is  designed  “ David  filiis  Davidis 
filii  Walter!!  filii  Gilbert!.”  ^ 

Nisbet  could  not  fail  to  have  seen  that  the  Laird  of  Wishaw 
had  repeated,  if  not  invented,  the  story  of  the  founder  of  the  fa- 
mily being|born  at  a place  named  some  what  like  Hamilton ; but 
it  is  evident  he  does  not  attach  the  smallest  credit  to  that  story, 
when  he  says  he  does  not  know  where  such  place  lay. 

If  the  name  of  the  adventurer  was  Gilbert,  he  could  not  have 
been  a son  of  any  of  the  Earls  of  Leicester,  as  none  of  them  ever 
had  a son  named  Gilbert.  Or  if  he  had,  how  did  he  come  by  the 
name  of  Hamilton  ? Hamilton  was  not  the  common  surname  of 
the  Leicester  family,  and  they  do  not  even  pretend  that  Gilbert 
was,  like  as  they  say  of  William,  born  at  a place  called  Hamble- 
don.  Be  that  as  it  may,  it  is  perfectly  obvious  to  every  person 
not  misled  by  prejudice,  or  desirous  of  misleading  others,  that  as 
the  last  of  the  ancient  race  of  Earls  of  Leicester,  died  without 
issue  in  1204^,  no  son  or  brother  of  his  could  kill  a Spenser,  and 
run  to  Scotland  in  1323,  or  during  any  part  of  the  reign  of  Ro- 
bert Bruce.  Whoever  it  was  that  invented  the  story,  must  have 
written  at  random ; and  no  man  will  repeat  it  who  has  paid  due 
attention  to  the  subject. 

Neither  is  it  possible  that  William,  the  third  son  of  the  third 
Earl  of  Leicester,  could  be  the  founder  of  the  Hamiltons.  To. 
give  colour  to  that  origin,  the  family  historians  say  that  William, 
third  son  of  the  third  Earl  of  Leicester,  had  the  surname  of  Ham- 
bledon  from  the  place  of  his  birth ; and  Mr.  Anderson,  in  order 
to  make  sure  of  this  name,  has  pointed  out  about  twenty  places 
in  England,  that  have  names  resembling  Hamilton,  as  Hameldun, 
Hameldone,  Hambledon,  &c. 
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• But  with  all  deference  to  the  antiquarian  abilities  of  Mr.  An- 
derson, and  his  industry  in  bringing  forward  so  many  places  of 
that  name,  (though  the  man  could  only  be  born  in  one  place,) 
still  it  is  evident  that  this  William  could  not  be  the  founder  of 
the  Hamilton  family.  William,  the  third  son  of  the  Leiceser  fa- 
mily, did  not  take  the  surname  of  Hamilton,  Hambledon,  nor 
any  of  the  names  Mr.  Anderson  has  collected;  but  he  had  the 
adnomen  or  surname  of  BritoUo,  from  Briteuel,  in  France,  where 
he  was  born.  He  was  a leper,  and  died  before  liis  brother,  the 
fourth  Earl  of  Leicester;  and  without  that  Earl,  or  William  or 
Roger,  his  brothers,  leaving  issue  of  their  bodies.  Their  want  of 
heirs  of  their  bodies  is  rendered  indisputable,  by  the  vast  domains 
of  the  Leicester  family  devolving,  at  the  death  of  the  fourth  Earl, 
in  1204,  to  his  sisters,  and  from  the  honours  of  the  family  going 
to  Simeon  de  Montford,  the  husband  of  the  eldest  sister;  which 
could  not  have  happened,  if  any  one  or  other  of  his  brothers,  or 
of  their  sons,  Roger  or  William,  or  whatever  may  have  been 
their  names,  had  been  then  alive,  in  either  Scotland  or  England. 
If  William,  or  Gilbert,  or  any  son  of  any  one  of  the  two  last 
Earls  of  Leicester,  had  come  to  Scotland,  and  had  an  offspring 
that  could  carry  on  their  line  there,  that  progeny,  whoever  they 
might  have  been,  or  whatever  name  they  had  assumed,  would 
undoubtedly,  according  to  the  laws  of  both  Scotland  and  England, 
have  succeeded  to  the  Estates  and  honours  of  Leicester,  at  the 
death  of  the  last  Earl  without  issue,  in  preference  to  the  sisters 
of  that  Earl.  The  well-authenticated  succession  of  these  Ladies, 
to  the  Estates  and  honours  of  their  brother,  most  completely  re- 
futes every  word  that  has  been  said  by  the  Hamilton  family,  or 
their  biographers,  as  to  that  family  being  descended  from  a son 
of  the  Earl  of  Leicester. 

As  the  Leicester  family  failed  in  the  male  line,  one  hundred 
and  two  years  before  the  commencement  of  the  reign  of  Bruce, 
and  one  hundred  and  eleven  years  before  he  gave  the  Estates  of 
Cadzow,  &c.  to  the  founder  of  the  Hamilton  Ducal  family ; it  was 
impossible  he  could  be  a son  or  grandson  of  the  Earl  of  Leicester. 
Or  if  he  had,  how,  in  the  name  of  wonder,  did  he  not  succeed  to 
their  honours  and  Estates  in  preference  to  the  sisterhood?  It  is 
really  surprising,  that  the  family  of  Hamilton  give  countenance  to 
such  vagaries.  If  they  believe  them,  it  is  evident  they  have  never 
made  due  inquiry  into  their  own  pedigree,  or  the  correctness  of  the 
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works  they  patronize.  And  if  they  do  not  believe  the  legendary 
tales,  published  by  their  Biograghers,  they  cannot  be  excused, 
from  participating  in  the  attempt  of  their  historians  to  impose  on 
the  public  as  to  their  origin. 

, That  William,  son  of  the  third  Earl  of  Leicester,  and  who  was 
the  only  person  of  that  name  in  the  Leicester  family,  did  not  take 
the  surname  of  Hamilton,  but  that  of  Britolio,  cannot  be  better 
instructed,  than  in  the  words  of  Mr.  Wood,  the  last  biographer  of 
the  Hamiltons,  except  Mr.  Anderson.  Mr.  Wood,  after  repeating 
the  story  of  the  murder  of  the  Spenser,  escape  of  the  murderer, 
&c.  says,  “This  detail  is  liable  to  several  objections.  Sir  Wil- 
“ liam  Dugdale,  in  his  account  of  the  Earls  of  Leicester,  is  totally 
“ silent,  as  to  the  descent  of  the  Hamiltons  from  Robert  third 
“ Earl,  who  according  to  that  accurate  author,  had  three  sons; 
“ Robert  fourth  Earl  of  Leicester,  who  died  without  issue  in 
“ 1204,  Roger  Bishop  of  Saint  Andrews  and  Chancellor  of  Scot- 
“ land,  who  died  in  1202,  and  William  a leper,  founder  of  the 
“ hospital  of  St.  Leonard  at  Leicester.  That  this  William  pre- 
“ deceased  his  elder  brother  without  issue,  is  evident,  from  the 
“ circumstance  of  the  great  inheritances  of  the  Earl  of  Leicester, 
“ devolving,  on  the  death  of  the  fourth  Earl,  in  1204,  on  his  sis- 
“ ters ; and  Simeon  He  Montfort,  the  husband  of  the  eldest,  had 
“ in  her  right  the  title  of  the  Earl  of  Leicester.  Besides  the  sur- 
“ name  of  William  was  not  Hamilton^  hut  Britolio  (Briteuel  in 
“ France)  as  appears  from  a charter  inserted  in  Nicholls’  history 
“ of  Hinckley,  of  this  tenor,  Petronilla,  comitissa  Leicestrise,  de- 
“ disse  Deo,  et  sanctse  Marise  de  Lira  40  solidos  in  molendinis  meis 
“ de  Bristolio — annuatim  persolvendos,  ad  faciendum  anniversari- 
“ um  Willielmi  de  Britolio,  filiis  mei.  It  is  therefore  clear,  that  he 
“ was  not  the  progenitor  of  the  family  of  Hamiltons — (Bibl: 
“ Topogr.  Britannica.) 

After  such  refutation  from  Mr.  Wood,  and  supported  as  it  is 
by  the  clearest  documents  on  record;  it  is  really  surprising,  that 
the  family  biographers  should  persist  in  their  attempts  to  impose 
on  the  public  the  legendary  stuff  of  Crawford  and  others,  the 
servile  historians  of  the  Hamilton  family,  as  to  their  imaginary 
pedigree  from  the  House  of  Leicester.  And  it  is  equally  surpris- 
ing, and  still  more  ridiculous,  for  the  family  of  Hamilton,  with 
such  clear  evidence  to  the  contrary  before  their  eyes,  to  encour- 
age their  friends  to  repeat  such  vagaries.  For  it  is  well  known, 
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that  before  Mr.  Anderson  sent  liis  memoirs  to  the  press,  he  put  a 
full  copy  of  the  book  in  MS.  into  the  hand  of  the  Duke  of  Ham- 
ilton; who  if  he  had  not  wished  the  old  song  to  be  repeated, 
would  have  pointed  out  the  impropriety  of  tracing  the  family 
from  the  House  of  Leicester,  with  which  they  have  no  more  con- 
nection, than  they  have  with  Jeroboam  the  son  of  Nebat,  or  Ju- 
das Iscariot. 

These  biographers  are  not  more  correct,  or  even  consistent, 
in  the  account  they  give  of  the  Lady,  who  they  say  this  English 
adventurer  married,  on  his  reaching  Scotland.  One  calls  her  Is- 
abell  sister  to  the  Earl  of  Morray;  while  another  says  she  was 
Johanna,  Countess  of  Strathern.  Some  of  them  call  her  Mary, 
and  others  Elizabeth.  Nisbet  says  she  was  the  only  daughter  and 
heir  of  Gilbert  Earl  of  Strathern.  Now  if  she  was  either  the 
Countess  of  Strathern,  or  the  only  daughter  and  heir  of  the  Earl 
of  Strathern;  how  does  it  happen,  that  her  son  did  not  inherit 
his  mother’s  Estates?  We  do  not  find  among  the  numerous  char- 
ters paraded  by  the  family  and  their  historians  in  every  succes- 
sion, nor  in  the  many  titles  they  enumerate,  that  either  the  Estates 
or  honours  of  Strathern  are  mentioned.  How  is  this  accounted 
for?  Merely  by  stating  the  simple  and  obvious  fact,  that  if  any 
Nobleman  or  Gentleman  from  England  became  the  husband  of  that 
lady,  he  was  not  the  progenitor  of  the  Hamiltons:  otherwise  they 
would  have  inherited  her  Estates  and  honours.  The  family  of 
Hamilton  never  having  succeeded  to  the  Estates  of  Leicester  and 
Strathern,  clearly  proves  that  the  English  runaway,  if  ever  such 
a man  existed;  or  that  the  founder  of  the  Hamilton  family,  who- 
ever he  was,  could  not  be  a descendant  of  the  Earl  of  Leicester, 
nor  his  wife  either  the  Countess,  or  the  only  daughter  and  heir 
of  the  Earl  of  Strathern. 


Section  HI. 

On  the  derivation  of  the  family  name. 

The  genealogical  writers  on  the  Hamilton  family,  seem  to  lay 
much  stress  on  the  name  of  the  place,  where  they  say  their  foun- 
der was  born.  Mr.  Anderson,  we  have  seen,  has  collected  about 
twenty  names,  all  bearing  some  resemblance  to  Hamilton.  But 
however  many  such  names  may  be  found  in  either  kingdom,  it  is 
rendered  beyond  doubt,  from  the  charter  quoted  above,  that  the 
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surname  of  the  sou  of  the  Earl  of  Leicester,  whom  tliey  represeiit 
as  the  connecting  link  of  the  cliain  coupling  the  two  families,  was 
not  Hamilton,  nor  any  thing  resemhling  that  name,  but  Britolio. 
Neither  is  it  necessary  to  ransack  doomsday  book  or  Ragman  roll 
for  the  etymology  of  Hamilton,  which  can  be  so  naturally  and 
correctly  traced  out  on  the  spot. 

The  word  Hull  or  Haw,  and  which  is  commonly  pronounced 
Ha,  is  in  the  Scoto-saxon  language,  the  usual  and  proper  name, 
for  a small  castle  or  residence,  of  a gentleman  of  medium  rank. 
Hence  the  numerous  Halls,  flalburns,  Hatrees,  Hallcraigs,  Ha- 
riggs,  Halglenmuirs,  &c.  to  be  met  with  in  every  county,  and  some 
of  them  in  almost  every  parish  in  Scotland.  The  word  mill  need 
not  be  sought  for  in  doomsday  book,  nor  brought  from  England ; 
for  it  is  met  with  in  every  parish  and  barony;  and  gives  name  to 
innumerable  places,  as  Milton,  IVIillhill,  Millrig,  Milside,  Milfield, 
&c.  And  tun  in  tlie  anglo-saxon  speech,  (now  written  town,)  signi- 
fies a habitation  or  dwelling ; and  now  a place  that  is  larger  than  a 
village  and  is  not  a city.  The  name  of  Hamilton  is  therefore  de- 
rived from  these  three  words,  Ha,  a messuage,  mill,  and  tun  or 
town,  a collection  of  houses. 

This  is  not  by  any  means  a fanciful  or  doubtful  etymology  of 
the  place  in  question ; but  one  that  is  founded  in  fact,  and  can  be 
supported  by  existing  evidence,  and  oral  tradition.  A house  or 
small  castle,  such  as  would  in  any  part  of  Scotland  be  termed  a 
Hall  or  Haw,  did  stand  for  many  ages,  and  still  remains  rebuilt 
and  modernized,  near  to  the  centre  of  the  town  of  Hamilton;  and 
which  to  this  day  bears  the  name  of  Hall,  both  in  writings  and 
in  common  speech.  That  it  was  a place  of  some  note  is  evident, 
from  its  having  still  a large  Dove-cot  yet  entire.  Near  to  this 
messuage,  a mill  had  been  kept  up  from  time  immemorial;  and 
which  was  pulled  down  and  rebuilt  upon  a new  site,  in  1818. 
And  as  the  Hall  and  Mill  probably  preceded  the  town;  or  were 
at  any  rate  the  principal  objects  in  or  near  to  it;  nothing  could 
be  more  natural,  than  to  name  the  place  Hamilton.  That  such 
was  the  origin  of  the  name,  has  been  a current  tradition  in  Ham- 
ilton and  its  neighbourhood,  for  many  ages  past,  and  is  still  cur- 
rent there,  in  spite  of  the  exertions  of  the  Noble  family,  and  their 
friends,  to  introduce  names  of  English  derivation. 

By  way  of  supporting  the  legendary  derivation  of  the  name 
from  England,  the  Hamilton  family?  and  their  historians,  have 
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given  the  name  of  Harniiton  to  all  their  race;  from  the  fugitive 
who  they  say  is  the  founder  of  their  family,  and  ‘‘progenitor  of  all 
the  Hamiltons  in  Scotland.”  They  pretend  that  William,  whom 
they  give  out  as  their  founder,  was  born  at  a place  they  call 
Hambledone,  and  on  that  account  the  family,  the  town,  and  the 
Estate,  all  derive  their  name  from  him.  And  even  Crawford  and 
otl\ers,  who  say  the  founder  of  the  family  was  named  Gilbert, 
(and  Avho  no  one  ever  said  was  born  at  Hambeldone,)  still  give 
him  the  name  of  Hamilton : as  if  surnames,  when  once  adopted, 
were  applied  retrogade,  to  the  ancestors  of  those  who  took  them 
up,  as  well  as  to  their  offspring. 

It  is  quite  clear  hoAvever,  that  the  family  did  not  take  the  sur- 
name of  Hamilton,  till  several  generations  after  their  settlement 
in  Lanarkshire.  Mr.  Chalmers  mentions,  in  his  third  volume  of 
Caledonia,  that  in  the  ancient  Charters  of  the  family,  from  the 
12th  to  the  15th  centuries,  the  name  of  the  Barony,  and  of  the 
church  and  parish,  was  not  Hamilton,  but  Cady  how.  And  both 
Mr.  Wood  and  Mr.  Anderson  admit,  that  the  family  did  not,  for 
several  generations  after  their  settlement  at  Cadzow,  take  the 
name  of  Hamilton.  It  was  not  until  the  seventh  generation 
from  Gilbert,  that  the  family  adopted  the  surname  of  Hamilton, 
and  changed  the  names  of  the  estate,  the  church,  and  parish,  from 
Cadyhow  to  Hamilton  ; till  then  the  name  of  the  town  only. 

Mr.  Anderson  mentions,  that  when  James,  the  seventh  of  the 
race,  was  created  a Lord  of  Parliament,  3d  July,  1445,  about 
130  years  after  the  family  had  obtained  the  Estates  of  Cadzow, 
&c.  from  Bruce;  he  resigned  his  whole  Estates  into  the  King’s 
hand,  and  they  were  erected  by  charter  into  a free  Lordship,  to 
be  denominated  “m  future'  the  Lordship  of  Hamilton.  And  the 
manor-house  of  the  said  James,  ^^now  called  the  orchard f situated 
in  the  Barony  of  Cadzow,  shall  in  future'  be  the  principal  mes- 
suage of  the  Lordship,  and  shall  he  styled  Hamilton.  So  that  instead 
of  the  pretended  founder  of  the  family  bringing  his  surname 
with  him  from  England,  and  imposing  it  on  the  Estate  and  town, 
in  the  days  of  Bruce,  it  turns  out,  that  it  was  not  till  the  seventh 
descent  that  the  family  fixed  their  residence  in  the  town  of  Ham- 
ilton, for  the  protection  it  afforded;  and  not  only  gave  its  name 
to  their  principal  messuage  in  that  town,  but  to  the  church  and 
parish,  which  till  then  had  been  termed  Cadyhow.  And  they  at 
the  same  time,  adopted  the  name  of  the  town  for  their  surname, 
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and  agreeably  to  the  fashions  of  that  period,  they  became  Hamiltons 
of  that  ilk;  and  according  to  the  charter  of  creation  and  erection, 
their  whole  Estates  at  the  time  were  erected  into  a Lordship,  to 
be  “m  future'’  termed  the  Lordship  of  Hamilton. 

Now  as  the  place  formerly  called  “orchard,”  on  which  the  Pa- 
lace has  been  built,  and  which  in  the  charter  is  appointed  to  be 
“in  future”  the  family  Messuage,  is  situated  about  four  or  five 
hundred  yards  from  the  ancient  Messuage  or  Hall,  and  mill,  from 
which  the  name  of  Hamilton  has  been  derived,  the  plain  and  nat- 
ural presumption  is,  that  this  place  had  been  the  orchard  of  that 
Hall  or  Messuage.  It  could  not  be  the  orchard  of  Cadzow,  the 
original  castle  of  that  Estate,  as  Cadzow  is  more  than  three  miles 
from  Hamilton;  and  till  within  the  last  40  years  or  so,  the  Ham- 
ilton family  had  scarcely  any  ground  near  to  their  Palace,  except 
that  on  which  it  stood;  with  the  parish  cliiwch  adjoining  to  the 
Palace,  the  parochial  burying-ground  at  the  side  of  its  wall;*  and 
the  town  clustered  round  the  Palace.  So  that  the  great  list  of 
names  in  England  resembling  that  of  Hamilton,  and  the  tell-tale 
story  about  a coat  of  arms,  which  somebody  told  some  other  per- 
son, that  some  one  had  seen  somewhere  in  a church,  is  but  a far- 
fetched evidence  of  the  extravagant  claims  of  the  Hamilton  fam- 
ily, to  a descent  from  the  family  of  Leicester.  If  the  name  of 
the  founder  had  been  brought  by  him  from  England,  as  they  pre- 
tend, it  would  not  have  been  laid  aside,  even  generally,  for  six 
generations,  and  for  the  period  of  130  years  after,  till  the  family 
acquired  a small  bit  of  land  and  built  a house  in  the  centre  of  the 
town  of  Hamilton,  in  order  to  put  themselves  under  the  protec- 
tion of  the  town’s  people.  If  the  surname  had  been  personal,  and 
not  local,  the  family  would  more  likely  have  bestowed  it  on  Cady- 


* The  parish  burying-ground  was  so  near  to  the  Palace,  that  when  the  foun- 
dation of  the  additions  now  making  to  it  was  dug  out,  the  bones  of  hundreds 
of  the  dead  were  dug  up  and  removed  to  fill  up  some  low  places  in  the  pleas- 
ure ground;  while  those  of  thousands  more  remain  within  the.  new  building, 
or  near  to  its  wall.  Even  the  family  vault  is  to  be  removed,  and  the  remains  of 
a good  many  of  his  Grace’s  ancestors  will  either  be  included  into  the  new  build- 
ing, or  like  the  others,  carted  away  to  some  other  place.  All  this  is  done,  and 
the  family  residence  is  kept  at  the  corner,  and  within  the  view  and  smell  of  a 
paltry  town,  rather  than  forego  the  name  of  “Palace,”  which  it  seems  could  not 
be  given  to  a new  house  any  where  else.  Douglas,  Duke  of  Hamilton,  despis- 
ing the  pageantry  of  that  name,  called  the  place  Hamilton  House." 
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how,  wliere  they  had  a strong  castle,  in  a strong  place,  which  had 
been  the  occasional  residence  of  the  Scottish  Kings;  rather  than 
have  given  it  to  the  new  building  in  the  tomi,  which  consisted 
of  one  square  Tower  of  three  stories,  about  twenty  or  tAventy-five 
feet  within  walls,  resembling  the  engine-house  of  one  of  Mr.  Srae- 
ton’s  steam  engines ; and  less  than  one-fourth  part  of  the  castle  of 
Cadzow.  But  their  object  in  procuring  a bit  of  ground,  and 
building  a house  in  the  town,  must  have  been  to  be  surrounded, 
by  a proper  number  of  people,  to  protect  them  from  the  attacks 
of  more  powerful  neighbours.  And  when  the  whole  family  Es- 
tates were,  in  1445,  united  into  one  Lordship,  the  new  made 
Lord  of  Parliament  choosed  rather  to  take  the  name  of  the  town 
which  protected  him,  than  to  take  that  of  CadyhoAve,  Mauchine, 
or  Kennel,  the  names  of  his  Estates. 


Section  IV. 

On  the  similarity  of  the  arms  of  the  Leicester  and  Hamilton  families. 

The  Hamilton  family  and  their  biographers,  endeavour  to  sup- 
port their  favourite  descent  from  the  Leicester  family,  by  some 
pretended  similarity  of  the  arms  of  the  two  families.  This  falls 
to  be  inquired  into,  and  will  be  shown  to  be  untenable. 

Mr.  Nisbet  says,  vol.  i.  page  390,  The  noble  family  of  Ham- 
“ ilton  have  for  their  arms,  gules,  three  cinque-foils,  ermine,  and 
“ derive  their  descent  from  the  Earls  of  Leicester  in  England  who 
“ carried  gules,  cinque-foil,  ermine.”  So  that  gules,  cinque-foil, 
ermine,  are  in  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Nisbet  and  the  biographers  that 
have  followed  him,  decisive  evidence  that  the  Hamiltons  are  de- 
scended from  the  family  of  Leicester;  but  sm*ely  the  Hamiltons 
and  their  historians  very  well  know,  that  many  other  families 
both  ancient  and  modern,  besides  those  of  Leicester  and  Hamil- 
ton, also  carried  gules  cinque-foil  ermine,  or  one  or  other  of  them 
on  their  armorial  bearings.  If  so,  it  may  be  asked,  Avliat  proof 
do  these  afford,  that  the  Hamiltons  have  right,  any  more  than  the 
other  families  bearing  such  arms,  to  claim  descent  from  the  house 
of  Leicester?  If  such  bearing  on  their  escutcheon  prove  their  pro- 
pinquity to  the  house  of  Leicester,  the  same  proofs  may  be  adduced, 
by  fifty  or  perhaps  a hundred  families  in  Britain,  who  have  these 
fancies  or  one  or  more  of  them  emblazoned  in  various  ways  on  their 
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shields.  Are  all  these  to  be  held  as  descendants  of  the  Earls  of 
Leicester?  Or  what  better  claim  have  the  Hamiltons  to  that 
honour,  than  the  other  families  who  display  these  fancies  on  their 
armorial  bearings?  Or  why  do  not  the  Hamiltons  claim  to 
be  descended  from  John  of  Gaunt,  or  any  of  the  ancient  Barons 
or  Sovereigns,  who  had  these  or  some  of  them  on  their  shields  ? 
It  is  more  likely  that  the  Hamiltons  borrowed  these  devices  from 
the  Frasers,  or  from  the  Loudon  family,  or  others  in  Scotland 
who  bear  gules  cinque-foil  ermine,  or  one  or  other  of  them;  as  to 
suppose  they  came  from  'the  escutcheon  of  Leicester : Or  that 

that  family  borrowed  them  from  the  Hamiltons;  which  is  just  as 
probable,  as  that  they  inherited  them  from  the  house  of  Leicester. 

The  truth  is,  that  these  fancies,  like  or,  argent,  azure,  various 
plants,  pieces  of  armour,  animals,  birds,  fishes,  daggers,  flowers, 
boars’  heads,  &c.  &c.  are  the  ordinary  machinery  or  materials 
used  in  framing  coats  of  arms ; and  every  man,  when  he  matricu- 
lates a coat  of  arms,  may  take  up  any  of  these,  or  any  other  fan- 
cies that  may  suit  his  taste,  and  get  them  emblazoned  into  a coat 
of  arms ; provided  that  tlie  things  he  takes  up  are  of  such  sort, 
and  are  placed  in  such  order,  as  accord  with  his  rank,  and  the 
general  laws  and  arrangements  of  armorial  bearings;  and  that 
they  do  not  interfere  with  the  arms  of  other  families. 

It  is  therefore  clear,  that  the  gules  cinque-foil  ermine,  carried 
by  the  Hamiltons,  afford  no  proof  whatever  of  their  being  de- 
scended from  the  Earls  of  Leicester;  any  more  than  that  they  are 
sprung  from  the  Earl  of  Linlithgow,  who  carried  gules  and  three 
cinque-foil,  or  from  some  of  the  families  of  the  name  of  Denham, 
or  many  other  others,  who  had  ermine  on  their  shields.  If  these 
bearings  prove  the  propinquity  claimed  by  the  Hamiltons,  fifty  or 
one  hundred  other  families  may  set  up  similar  claims  of  descent 
from  the  Leicester  family.  As  the  Leicester  family  had  only  one 
cinque-foil  on  their  shield,  and  the  Hamiltons  carry  three  of  these 
fancy-flowers,  it  would  not  be  surprising  that  some  future  bio- 
grapher should  plead  the  triple  number  of  cinque-foil,  as  a proof 
of  the  greater  antiquity  and  rank  of  the  Hamiltons  than  the 
Leicesters;  and  conjecture  that  the  latter  are  descended  from  tlie 
former,  instead  of  the  Hamiltons  springing  from  them.  The  one 
conjecture  is  as  good  as  the  other,  and  still  more  plausible;  ac- 
cording to  the  old  Scottish  proverb,  that  “ three  is  better  than 


one. 
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Section  V. 

The  story  of  the  Hamilton  Crest  considered. 

The  crest  of  the  Hamilton  arms  is  a frame-saw,  laid  across 
the  trunk  of  a growing  tree,  rising  out  of  a flower-pot.  This 
mighty  device,  they  pretend,  proceeds  from  the  founder  of  the 
family  having,  when  hard  chased,  after  he  had  stabbed  the  Spen- 
ser, and  before  he  reached  Scotland,  taken  refuge  in  a wood, 
where,  finding  some  people  employed  in  cutting  a tree,  he  ex- 
changed dress  with  one  of  them,  and  having  placed  himself  at  one 
end  of  the  saw,  when  his  pursuers  came  to  the  spot,  and  put  some 
questions,  the  fugitive  roared  out,  “ Through,”  and  putting  the 
saw  in  motion,  the  party  went  olF,  and  he  escaped. 

This  story  is  by  far  too  flimsy  to  be  credited.  The  Spenser 
party  must  have  been  very  stupid,  if  they  missed  their  man,  by 
such  a silly  manoeuvre.  It  is  merely  one  of  those  legendary  tales 
so  frequently  told  about  great  families:  such  as  Bruce  shoeing  his 
horse  backward,  when  he  fled  from  London ; as  if  there  had  been 
then  no  other  horse  in  London  but  his  own,  and  no  other  eques- 
trian traveller  in  that  city  but  himself.  Or  it  is  like  the  story  of  a 
ploughman  of  the  name  of  Hay,  who  is  said  to  have  been  plough- 
ing in  a field,  near  to  where  the  great  national  battle  of  Luncarty 
was  fought,  between  the  Danes  and  the  Scots ; and  on  his  per- 
ceiving the  Scots  put  to  flight,  he  quitted  his  plough,  and  with 
the  aid  of  his  sons,  armed  like  himself  with  their  plough-trees, 
met  the  victorious  Danes,  gave  them  battle,  and  ultimately  de- 
feated them.  This  story  has  been  as  often  told  as  that  of  the 
saw;  and  like  it,  the  plough-trees  have  been  introduced  into  the 
Escutcheon  of  the  Hays ; though  no  person  of  common  sense  will 
now  give  more  than  legendary  credit  to  the  one  or  the  other. 
Had  these  trees  been  mentioned  as  evidence  of  the  Hays  having 
been  originally  ploughmen,  or  promoters  of  husbandi’y;  and  the 
saw  as  a proof  that  the  Hamiltons  had  been  originally  carpenters, 
they  would  have  been  much  more  entitled  to  credit,  than  when 
coupled  with  so  much  fable.  Many  such  legendary  stories  are 
told  about  the  origin  of  other  families,  and  the  introduction  of 
particular  devices  into  their  escutcheons. 

The  history  of  the  Hamilton  crest  may  probably  be  traced  to 
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a more  authentic,  and  equally  honourable  source.  And  though 
it  may  be  difficult  to  come  at  every  minutia  of  the  truth,  in  a 
matter  so  remote,  of  no  great  importance,  and  where  the  subject 
has  been  obscured  with  legendary  nonsense ; still  as  much  may 
be  gathered,  as  will  throw  more  light  on  the  origin  of  the  crest, 
than  all  the  fables  that  have  been  vended  by  the  family. 

The  most  remote  ancestor  of  the  Ducal  family  of  Hamilton, 
that  has  ever  yet  been  authenticated,  is  a person  of  the  name  of 
Gilbert,  the  father  of  Walter.  He  must  have  lived  during  the 
last  half  of  the  thirteenth  century,  as  his  son  Walter  was  a man 
in  public  life  in  the  reign  of  Bruce,  and  who  is  said  to  have  sworn 
fealty  to  Edward  in  1292.  As  nothing  is  known  of  Gilbert  but 
the  name,  and  that  his  son  Walter  was,  in  charters  and  otherwise, 
termed  Walterius  filiis  Gilberti,  it  is  not  easy  to  say  who  he  was, 
where  his  Estate  lay,  or  if  he  had  any  Estate  at  all.  About  the 
beginning  of  the  fourteenth  century,  a person  of  the  name  of 
Johannes  film  Gilberti,  made  some  figure  as  a Chamberlain,  and 
secret  and  cunning  partizan  of  the  Stewart  in  Bute.  And  as 
Walterius  filiis  Gilberti  is  one  of  the  witnesses  to  the  charter  of 
some  small  bit  of  land,  acquired  in  that  island  by  Johannes,  about 
1321,  the  most  probable  conjectm'e  is,  that  Johannes  and  Walterius 
were  brothers,  the  sons  of  Gilbert.  Tliis  is  in  some  measure 
confirmed,  by  the  evidence  of  Gilbert  having,  beside  Walter,  a 
son  of  the  name  of  John,  who  became  proprietor  of  the  lands  of 
Rossaven,  and  progenitor  of  the  Hamiltons  of  Preston.  But  it 
appears  from  a note  in  page  341  of  Mr.  Anderson’s  memoirs,  that 
Sir  William  Hamilton,  now  of  Preston,  the  descendant  of  Johannes 
filius  Gilberti,  is  not  disposed  to  acknowledge  this  Bute  Gentle- 
man as  the  founder  of  his  family  of  Preston  and  Rossaven.  He 
seems  to  think  it  is  more  likely  that  the  founder  of  his  family, 
and  of  course  that  of  the  Duke,  was  William  de  Hamillo7i,  of  En- 
glish birth,  who  married  Mary,  Countess  of  Strathern.  This  is 
just  recurring  to  the  old  story,  which  has  been  already  discussed 
and  refuted.  But  we  meet  in  that  note  with  new  dramatis 
sonm,  who  do  not  seem  to  have  before  come  on  the  boards,  viz. 
Johamies  filius  Gilberti,  who,  between  the  years  1316  and  1319, 
Iiad  acquired  right  to  the  half  of  the  lands  of  Monefieth,  in  the 
county  of  Angus;  and  who,  it  would  seem.  Sir  William  is  dis- 
posed to  consider  as  the  founder  of  his  family,  in  preference  to 
Johannes  filius  Gilberti,  the  cunning  factor  of  the  island  of  Bute. 


But,  leaving  Sir  William  Hamilton  to  trace  the  descent  of  his 
family,  either  from  Johannes  jilius  Gilberti,  who  was  the  brother- 
german  of  Walterius  Jilius  Gilbertiy  the  obvious  founder  of  the 
Ducal  family;  and  who,  like  his  brother,  flourished  and  acquired 
lands  on  the  Clyde,  during  the  14th  century;  or  from  Joka7ines 
Jilius  Gilberti)  who,  it  is  evident,  was  a cunning  and  secret  parti- 
zan,  and  Chamberlain,  to  the  Stewart  in  Bute;  (who,  it  seems 
pretty  evident,  was  the  brother  of  Walter,  the  founder  of  the 
Ducal  Hamiltons,)  or  to  adhere  to  the  people  he  points  at  in  the 
county  of  Angus,  or  from  any  one  or  other  of  the  three,  if  we 
call  believe  they  were  not  all  one  and  the  same  person : still  it 
seems  pretty  evident,  that  this  Walter  has  been  nearly  related  to 
one  Oliver  de  Carpenter;  who  in  the  early  part  of  the  reign  of 
Robert  Bruce,  obtained  from  that  Monarch  a charter  to  the  lands 
of  Eddlewood,  in  the  parish  of  Hamilton.  This  small  property 
was  given  by  Bruce  to  Oliver,  for  having  discovered  to  the  King 
that  a plot  had  been  formed  by  the  infamous  John  Monteith, 
who  had  so  basely  betrayed  Sir  William  Wallace,  to  secure  and 
deliver  up  Bruce  also  to  Edward.  To  this  plot,  it  is  evident  that 
Oliver  the  Carpenter  was  privy;  but  that,  either  from  hopes  of 
reward,  or  some  other  motive,  he  discovered  the  intrigue  to 
Bruce,  whe  gave  him  the  lands  of  Eddlewood,  about  200  acres, 
in  reward.  And  as  Walter  succeeded  to  these  lands,  at  the  death 
of  Oliver,  about  ten  years  after  he  received  them  from  Bruce,  the 
fair  and  natural  presumption  is,  that  Walter  was  the  heir  at  law, 
and  in  all  probability  the  brother-german  of  Oliver  de  Carpenter. 

The  charter  by  Bruce  to  Oliver  stands  on  record.  There  is 
no  evidence  that  Oliver  ever  forfeited  the  lands,  and  we  see  that 
Walter  got  a charter  to  them  about  ten  years  after  they  had  been 
given  to  Oliver.  These  lands  were  neither  any  part  of  the  Es- 
tates of  Cadzow,  or  of  Mauchine,  and  they  were  not  conveyed 
to  Walter  at  the  same  time,  or  in  the  same  charter  with  the  other 
Estates.  It  is  not  likely  that  Walter  would  at  that  time  become 
the  purchaser  of  these  lands,  nor  had  land  then  begun  to  be 
bought  and  sold  for  money;  neither  were  they  forfeited  by  Oliver, 
but  pretty  evidently  acquired  by  Walter  at  the  demise  of  Oliver, 
who  was  probably  his  brother-german,  or  heir  at  law. 

If  this  conjecture  is  Avell  founded,  it  shows  that,  however  many 
Walters  or  Johns,  sons  of  a Gilbert,  may  have  been  on  the  field, 
either  in  Lanarkshire,  Bute,  or  Angus,  about  the  time  of  Bruce; 
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still  it  is  clear  that  Walter  was  the  founder  of  the  Ducal  Hamil- 
tons,  and  his  brother  John  is  the  root  of  the  Preston  and  Ross- 
aven  family;  and  that  these  were  both  sons  of  a person  of  the 
name  of  Gilbert;  who,  if  he  had  any  land,  his  charter  does  not 
appear  on  record.  And  from  Walter  having  succeeded  Oliver 
de  Carpenter  in  the  lands  of  Eddlevvood,  it  is  probable  that  these 
worthies  were  brothers-german ; and  that  John  and  Hugh  were 
also  their  brothers ; all  of  them  being  sons  of  Gilbert,  of  whom 
nothing  is  known  but  the  name.  And  it  is  also  probable,  that 
the  farm  of  Eddlewood  had  either  been  the  paternal  inheritance 
of  the  family,  or  that  they  had  been  tenants  in  that  farm,  as  will 
be  shown  in  course. 

If  it  should  be  alleged,  in  bar  of  this  opinion,  that  the  lands  of 
Eddlewood  were  in  the  hand  of  the  King  at  the  time  he  bestow- 
ed them  on  Oliver  the  Carpenter : it  may  be  answered,  that  as 
Walter  and  the  rest  of  his  family  had  not  only  supported  the 
cause  of  Baliol,  but  had,  long  after  his  abdication,  joined  Edward 
when  attempting  to  reduce  Scotland  to  a province  of  England ; 
nothing  could  be  more  natural  and  proper  than  for  Bruce  to  hold 
all  their  Estates  as  forfeited,  and  to  treat  them  as  rebels.  But 
when  Oliver  made  a discovery  that  saved  the  life  and  crown  of 
Bruce,  and  kept  Scotland  from  a foreign  yoke,  the  King  very 
properly  rewarded  Oliver,  by  giving  him  the  lands  of  Eddlevvood; 
which  he  woidd  naturally  prefer  to  all  others,  if  it  was  the  pater- 
nal inheritance  of  his  family,  or  even  if  he  had  been  tenant  of 
that  farm.  Indeed,  the  lands  of  Eddlewood  were  but  a poor  re- 
ward for  a discovery  of  such  vast  importance ; and  which  would 
rather  imply  that  Oliver  did  not  deserve  more. 

That  Oliver  had  been  in  the  service  and  confidence  of  Monteith, 
is  evident  from  his  knowing  and  discovering  to  the  King,  that 
armed  men  had  been  concealed  in  a cellar  in  Dumbarton  Castle, 
to  secure  the  King;  and  that  a vessel  lay  in  the  frith  to  carry  him 
to  London,  where  he  w^ould  have  undoubtedly  met  the  same  fate 
as  Wallace.  Mr.  Chalmers  seems  to  consider  Oliver  as  the  au- 
thor of  this  diabolical  plot  against  the  King’s  life;  for  he  says, 
(Caledonia,  vol.  iii.  p.  874,)  “ Oliver  a Carpenter,  the  author  of 

the  stratagem^  was  rewarded  by  a grant  of  the  lands  of  Eddle- 
“ wood  in  Clydesdale. — Robertson’s  Index,  21.”  But  whether 
Oliver  was  the  contriver  of  the  stratagem  or  not ; it  is  evident 
that  he  was  in  the  confidence  of  the  villain  Monteith,  and  betray- 
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ocl  his  secret  to  the  King  for  a certain  stipulated  reward.  By 
such  conduct,  he  so  far  proves  propinquity  to  Walter,  who  acted 
a similar  piece  of  double-dealing  at  Bothwell,  as  will  be  shown  in 
the  sequel. 

It  is  evident  that  the  crest  of  the  Hamilton  arms  proceeded 
from  this  Oliver  the  Carpenter.  If  he  ever  matriculated  arms, 
nothing  was  more  natural  than  for  him  to  introduce  into  his  coat 
that  implement  of  his  profession.  And  if  he  did  so,  his  heir  would 
continue  the  device,  in  the  same  way  that  they  introduced  a ship 
under  sail,  into  their  escutcheon,  as  soon  as  they  acquired  the 
Island  of  Arran ; a ship  being  the  proper  arms  of  that  island. 
And  if  that  had  been  the  paternal  inheritance  of  the  family,  or  if 
they  had  held  it  as  tenants,  and  if  Gilbert  and  others  of  his  sons 
had  been  carpenters,  it  was  quite  natural,  that  when  Walter  ac- 
quired such  Estates  as  entitled  him  to  matriculate  arms,  that  he 
would  introduce  into  them  some  tool  or  implement  of  the  family 
profession;  and  none  could  be  more  proper  than  the  frame-saw. 

The  saw  taken  as  a crest  in  these  arms,  is  not  one  that  could 
be  used  in  cutting  a tree,  or  cross-cutting  a log ; but  is  capable  to 
be  used  only  in  cutting  wood  longitudinally.  It  is  mt  the  saw  of 
a wood-cutter,  but  one  of  a carpenter. 

Having  thus  shown  that  the  family  of  Hamilton  have  no  right 
whatever  to  claim  descent  from  the  Earls  of  Mellent  or  Leicester 
— that  their  bearing  gules  cinque-foil  ermine,  which  they  say  these 
Earls  carried,  is  no  proof  of  the  descent  they  claim— and  that  their 
crest,  so  far  from  supporting  that  claim,  evidently  points  to  an 
origin  much  more  plebeian  than  these  foreign  Earls, — their  pro- 
per pedigree  shall  now  be  traced,  to  the  highest  sources  that  can 
be  instructed  from  the  public  records,  or  other  authentic  docu- 
ments. Any  thing  beyond  these  would  only  be  to  wander  in 
error  and  perplexity — in  the  wildness  of  extravagance  and  legend, 
as  too  many  of  the  biographers  of  that  family  have  hitherto  done. 


Section  VI. 

Shewing  the  tr  ue  and  authentic  origin  and  aihancement  of  the  Ducal 
family  of  Hamilton, 

It  is  perfectly  clear  that  a person  of  the  name  of  Walter,  who 
was  cotemporary  with  King  Bobcrt  Bruce,  was  the  founder  of 
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the  Ducal  family  of  Hamiltoiis — that  his  hrother  John  was  the 
progenitor  of  the  family  of  Rossaven  and  Preston,  of  which  Sir 
William  Hamilton  is  now  the  representative — and  it  is  highly 
probable  that  Oliver  the  Carpenter,  and  one  Hugo,  were  the  bro- 
thers of  Walter  and  John.  That  their  father’s  name  was  Gilbert, 
is  instructed  from  the  charters  of  Walter  and  John.  Walter  is 
designated,  in  the  charters  he  obtained  from  Bruce,  Walterius  Jilius 
Gilberti;  and  in  the  charters  to  Walter’s  son,  he  is  designed  David 
Jilius  Walteri,  Jilii  Gilberti;  and  John,  the  founder  of  the  Preston 
family,  is  in  his  charters  to  the  lands  of  Rossaven,  designed  Jo~ 
hanne  Jilius  Gilberti,  or  sometimes  he  is  termed  John  Fitz-  Gilbert. 
And  if  the  charters  in  favours  of  Oliver,  and  that  to  Walter  to 
the  lands  of  Eddie  wood,  were  forthcoming  and  duly  examined, 
they  would  probably  show  the  connexion  between  Oliver  and 
Walter.  These  charters  are  no  doubt  in  the  archives  of  the  fa- 
mily, though,  like  their  other  most  ancient  documents,  they  have 
not  been  shown  even  to  Mr.  Crawford,  the  most  obsequious  of 
the  family  biographers. 

Nothing  further  has  yet  been  discovered  as  to  Gilbert,  than 
that  he  was  the  father  of  these  sons.  That  he  would  also  have  a 
father,  grandfather,  and  other  progenitors  from  Adam  to  himself, 
there  can  be  no  doubt.  But  who  these  were,  or  where  they  liv- 
ed— whether  they  were  Englishmen,  Normans,  Goths,  Scandina- 
vians, Jews,  or  Scythians;  bondmen  or  free;  civilised  or  savage; 
neither  the  Hamilton  family,  nor  their  biographers,  nor  any  one 
else,  can  tell.  If  the  family  had  been  in  possession  of  evidence 
that  could  have  instructed  a high  descent,  they  would  long  ere 
now  have  brought  it  forward;  but  we  need  not  expect  they  will 
rashly  give  publicity  to  proofs  of  their  plebeian  origin.  There 
is  no  evidence  whatever  of  Gilbert  having  lands  any  where  except 
Eddlewood,  and  of  which  he  seems  to  have  been  only  tenant.  On 
the  contrary,  it  is  almost  certain  he  had  none,  uidess  it  has  been 
that  farm.  If  he  had  been  possessed  of  any  other  lands,  they 
would  have  fallen  to  one  or  other  of  his  sons ; and  the  charters 
to  them  would  have  appeared  on  record;  for  their  biographers 
have  been  careful  to  parade  the  family  charters,  in  every  succeed- 
ing generation.  They  display  the  charters  by  Bruce  to  Walter 
for  the  lands  of  Cadzow,  Mauchine,  and  Kennel;  and  afterwards 
one  to  the  lands  of  Eddlewood;  but  none  to  any  other  lands  that 
could  be  supposed  to  have  belonged  to  Gilbert,  or  even  to  Walter, 
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prior  to  those  given  him  by  Bruce,  for  delivering  up  Bothwell 
Castle,  after  the  battle  of  Bannockburn,  as  will  be  noticed  in 
course. 

Some  of  the  family  historians  conjecture  that  Walter  must  have 
inherited  large  possessions,  because  they  say  he  swore  fealty 
twice  to  Edward  I.  in  the  years  1292  and  1294.  But  suppose 
the  name  “ Walter”  may  appear  upon  the  Ragman  roll,  and  even 
granting  that  it  applies  to  tliis  very  Walter  Fitz-Gilbert ; that 
does  not  instruct  that  Walter  had  large  possessions,”  as  they 
pretend:  for  oaths  of  fealty  were  no  doubt  exacted  by  Edward 
from  various  public  functionaries,  as  well  as  from  proprietors  of 
land.  It  is  clear  that  Walter  had  taken  arms  in  favour  of  Ed- 
ward, and  to  assist  him  to  reduce  Scotland  to  a province  of  Eng- 
land: and  that  he  had  a command  in  the  army  under  Edward,  is 
evident  from  the  important  garrison  of  Bothwell  being  entrusted 
to  his  charge,  on  the  day  of  the  battle  of  Bannockburn.  And 
surely  Edward  would,  like  other  Sovereigns,  exact  an  oath  of 
fealty  and  allegiance  from  the  generals  or  commanders  of  his 
garrisons.  But  if  Gilbert  had  been  possessed  of  any  estate  what- 
ever, it  would  surely  have  gone  to  one  or  other  of  his  sons,  and 
the  family  hisforians  would  have  been  ready  to  display  the  char- 
ters of  those,  as  well  as  them  of  more  recent  date.  And  if  Walter 
had  inherited  “ great  possessions,”  as  they  say,  we  should  also 
have  seen  his  charters  to  those  possessions  enumerated,  along 
with  those  of  the  lands  given  him  by  Bruce.  But  no  such  lands 
are  pointed  out,  or  the  charters  to  them  mentioned,  by  any  of  the 
family  historians. 

The  fair  and  obvious  conclusion  therefore  is,  that  Walter  was 
the  founder  of  the  Ducal  family,  and  that  his  father’s  name  was 
Gilbert.  But  there  is  no  evidence,  that  either  the  father  or  son 
had  any  lands  till  Walter  obtained  those  of  Cadzow,  &c.  in  1314. 
If  he  had  held  any  estate  prior  to  that  period,  either  the  original 
charters  would  have  been  seen,  or  even  if  they  had  been  lost,  the 
renewal  of  such  charters  would  have  appeared,  as  well  as  those  of 
the  newly  acquired  lands.  But  no  such  lands,  or  titles  to  them, 
any  where  appear;  except  it  be  that  of  Eddie  wood,  after  the 
death  of  Oliver  the  Carpenter,  as  has  been  mentioned.  The  most 
remote  ancestor  yet  known  of  tlie  Ducal  family  of  Hamilton, 
therefore,  is  Walter,  who,  for  any  thing  that  has  yet  appeared, 
was  a mere  soldier  of  fortune,  fighting  to  destroy  the  national 
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independence  of  Scotland,  and  to  reduce  his  native  country  to  a 
foreign  yoke;  but  who,  in  that  dishonourable  warfare  acquired, 
by  means  still  more  dishonourable,  (as  will  be  shown  in  course,) 
a great  accession  of  fortune,'  which  the  family  still  retain.  Of 
Gilbert  we  know  nothing,  except  that  he  was  the  father  of  Wal- 
ter, John,  Hugo,  and  probably  of  Oliver.  The  descendants  of 
Walter  to  the  present  Duke  of  Hamilton,  which  are  clear  and 
indisputable,  will  be  given  in  the  sequel. 


This  part  of  the  inquiry  into  the  origin  of  the  Hamiltons  would 
have  ended  here.  But  Mr.  Anderson  having,  since  he  perused 
the  MS.  and  when  it  had  been  sent  to  press,  published  an  Ap- 
pendix to  his  Memoirs  of  the  Hamiltons,  in  which  he  has  given 
a new  turn  to  his  former  account  of  their  origin.  That  part  of 
his  publication  falls  to  be  noticed. 

In  page  451,  he  states  on  the  authority  of  Crawford,  who  wrote 
on  that  of  the  Wishaw  MS.,  that  Robert  Bruce  gave  to  Walter 
the  barony  of  Cadzow,  “ to  be  held  in  as  ample  a manner  as  Sir 
‘‘  Gilbert  his  father  held  the  same.”  But  of  this  he  gives  no  oth- 
er proof  than  the  authority  of  the  Laird  of  Wishaw,  detailed  by 
Crawford,  and  repeated  by  some  other  of  the  family  biographers. 
But  the  charter  on  which  he  founds  is  lost  since  Mr.  Hamilton 
saw  it  in  the  family  repositories  in  1701,  How  could  that  happen? 
Neither  Edward  I.  nor  Cromwell,  nor  John  Knox,  have  burnt  or 
removed  any  records  since  1701 ; nor  has  the  family  reposi- 
tories been  burnt  or  inundated  since  that  time.  The  whole  story 
is  more  than  suspicious;  and  every  thing  said  in  that  MS.  (which 
is  also  lost  or  kept  out  of  sight)  about  the  pedigree  of  the  Hamil- 
tons, can  be  viewed  in  no  other  light,  than  one  of  those  manufac- 
tured accounts,  that  some  other  families  have  also  attempted  to 
palm  on  the  public,  to  give  them  a descent  to  which  they  have  no 
just  claim.  To  talk  of  his  father  having  any  right  to  the  barony 
of  Cadzow,  prior  to  1314,  is  evidently  incorrect,  on  Mr.  Ander- 
son’s own  showing.  He  says,  page  37  of  his  book;  “ The  lands  of 

Cadzow  continued  to  belong  to  the  Crown,  until  King  Robert 
“ made  a grant  of  them  to  Sir  Walter  Fitz-Gilbert.”  If  so,  how 
could  they  belong  to  Gilbert,  or  the  charter  of  Walter  bear  any 
such  clause?  Mr.  Anderson  knows,  and  if  he  has  forgotten  the 
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fuct,  his  own  romark,  on  reading  the  MS.  of  this  inquiry,  would 
put  him  ill  mind,  that  the  Lordship  of  Cadzow  was  held  by  the 
Crown,  in  the  reign  of  Alexander  III,  some  of  whose  charters 
bear  date  apud  castrum  nostrum  de  Cadiehow.  Baliol  never  gave  a 
charter  to  tliat  Estate.  It  was  evidently  held  by  the  Crown  in 
the  reign  of  Bruce,  who  burdened  it  with  “ vigente  mercurum  ” to 
the  church  of  Glasgow;  and  Bruce  only  conveyed  it  to  Walter, 
as  the  price  of  Bothwell  Castle,  in  1314;  and  after  the  Battle  of 
Bannockburn.  , 

But  the  latter  part  of  that  charter,  as  quoted  by  Mr.  Anderson, 
on  the  authority  of  Mr.  Hamilton,  clearly  shows,  that  Gilbert  had 
previously  been  tenant  in  Eddie  wood.  This  charter,  these  fam- 
ily historians  say,  conveys  not  only  Cadzow,  but  it  adds,  “ And 

the  tenendry  of  Adelwood,  ivhicli  formerly  belonged  to  his  father  Sir 

Gilbert''  This  is  surely  conclusive  evidence.  And  it  acquires 
strength  by  Oliver  the  Carpenter  having  obtained  that  very  farm 
from  Bruce,  and  it’s  having  afterward  fallen  to  Walter  at  the 
death  of  Oliver. 

Mr.  Anderson,  in  page  452,  quotes  from  the  Wishaw  manuscript, 
to  show  that  Mauchine  “ was  given  to  Sir  Walter  in  1312,  on  the 
“ resignation  of  John  Cumyn.”  But  if  Bruce  gave  Walter  that 
Estate  ill  1312,  Walter  must  have  been  very  ungrateful,  to  have 
fought  against  his  Sovereign  and  benefactor,  in  1314,  as  it  will 
be  shown  he  did.  It  is  equally  fanciful  to  talk  of  the  resignation 
of  Cumyn.  That  family  were  the  keenest  enemies  to  Bruce. 
Tlieir  chief  resigned,  not  his  lands,  but  his  life  to  Bruce,  in  the 
church  of  Dumfries,  in  134)6;  and  all  his  family  were  forfeited, 
and  could  not  resign  in  the  King’s  hands.  Neither  would  the 
King  accept  a resignation  from  one  rebel,  or  grant  a charter  to 
another,  both  then  in  arms  to  bereave  him  of  his  Crown,  and 
Scotland  of  her  independence.  The  whole  story  is  a bagatelle — 
the  merest  gossipings  of  the  family  and  of  their  dependents. 

Mr.  Anderson  seems  to  have  entertained  some  doubts,  as  to 
the  descent  of  the  Hamiltons,  from  the  House  of  Leicester,  or  to 
have  wished  at  any  rate  to  afford  them  another  string  to  their 
bow.  Accordingly  he  gives,  in  page  480,  a history  of  the  origin 
of  the  Hamiltons,  that  does  not  seem  to  have  been  known  to  him, 
or  to  their  other  biographers,  till  now.  It  bears  to  have  been 
written  by  a Friar  of  the  name  of  Mark  Hamilton,  and  to  have 
been  deposited  in  the  Advocates’  Library.  But  who  tliis  Friai’ 
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was,  or  at  what  period  he  wrote  his  curious  history,  does  not  ap- 
pear; further  than  that  he  was  a monk,  and  a Hamilton;  and 
proves  propinquity  to  the  former,  by  his  cunning,  and  to  the  lat- 
ter by  his  vanity  and  fabling. 

Friar  Mark  Hamilton  pretends  to  give  an  impartial  history  of 
Bnice,  and  of  the  Earl  of  Randell;  but  his  chief  object  seems 
clearly  to  have  been,  to  puff  the  first  of  his  own  family,  as  far  su- 
perior to  the  other  two.  He  represents  the  first  of  the  Hamiltons 
as  ane  nobill  man  of  hie  blude,  in  Ingland  borne — the  quhilk  for 
“ his  great  virteu,  manhied  and  hie  prudence  in  Scotland,  conquest 
“ greit  heritage,  and  lands  braid.”  This  man’s  name,  he  says, 
“ was  callit  Gilbert  Hamtoune,  Earl  of  South-Hamtoune’s  apear- 
“ and  air  and  Eldest  Sonne.”  He  says,  His  Faduris  name  was 
“ callit  Phillop,  and  his  awin  callit  Gilbert.”  “ Phillop  was  an 
“ man  of  hie  prudence,  and  was  Captain  of  the  Castle  of  Both- 
well,  under  Adomer  Wallance.”  This  so  far  corresponds  to 
the  proper  history  of  Walter,  who  certainly  did  command  that 
Castle,  on  the  day  of  the  battle  of  Bannockburn.  But  this  Friar 
represents  his  hero  as  having  stood  by  Bruce  himself,  and  to  have 
made  his  son  join  Edward.  “ Yat  his  sone  Gilbert,  through  guid 
“ and  trew  service,  might  pleiss  yat  prince,  as  his  fader  did  the 
“ Kingis  grace.”  This  was  jesuitical,  to  join  both  parties,  and  to 
be  true  to  neither.  This  Gilbert,  the  Friar  says,  came  to  Scot- 
land in  1312,  and  the  King  gave  him  his  sister’s  daughter  to  wife. 
But  if  Gilbert  came  north  in  1312,  how  could  he  marry  a Lady, 
and  have  a son  able  to  command  Bothwell  Castle,  to  swear  fealty 
to  Edward,  and  receive  charters  from  Bruce  in  131 4? 

The  Friar  says  Gilbert  was  also  “ ane  nobell  man  of  hie  spreit, 
and  als  great  curage,  as  all  his  acts  and  deidis  weill  pruves.  He 
‘‘  was  with  King  Robert  in  Scotland,  in  mony  schaerp  weiris  and 
“ great  japerdies,  and  was  with  him  in  the  feeld  of  Bannockburn, 
“ and  was  ane  of  the  seven  Knights  yat  kepet  the  Kingis  per- 
“ soune,  the  quhilk  for  his  trew  service  and  greit  nfanhied,  he 
made  him  Knight,  and  gaif  him  landis  braid,  the  first  the  Ba~ 
“ rony  of  Mahanshyre;  in  the  quhilk  it  was  shawen  to  him  in 
Revelatioun,  by  an  visione  and  ane  dreme,  that  he  and  his  pos- 
“ teritie,  sould  bruik  the  saidis  landis  in  great  felicitie.” 

How  this  man  could  fight  so  manfully  for  Bruce,  while  his 
father  supported  Edward,  and  commanded  under  Odomar  Wal- 
lance in  Bothwell  Castle;  and  when  the  same  author  says,  he  was 


attaclied  to  tlie  service  of  the  Prince  of  England, — how  it  could 
happen,  that  the  grandson  could  swear  fealty  to  Edward  in  1292  and 
1 294,  as  the  family  historians  say,  and  receive  charters  from  Bruce 
in  1^14,  while  Philip  his  grandfather  only  came  to  Scotland  in 
1312,  and  was  not  married  till  he  came  there, — are,  with  many 
other  contradictions  and  absurdities  in  the  family  histories,  left  to 
their  biographers  to  expound.  But  whether  they  can  do  so  or 
not,  it  must  be  evident  to  every  person  who  reads  his  paper,  that 
Friar  Hamilton  was  either  ignorant  of  the  pedigree  of  the  chief  of 
his  clan,  from  the  Leicester  family;  or  that  he  did  not  believe  in 
that  origin ; which  seems  to  have  been  first  taken  up  by  Mr.  Ham- 
ilton of  Wishaw,  who  wrote  his  manuscript  history  of  the  Hamil- 
tons  in  1701. 

Be  that  as  it  may,  it  is  curious  to  see  Mr.  Anderson,  after  he 
liad  fixed  his  line  from  the  Leicester  family,  that  he  should  now, 
(after  having  perused  the  draught  of  this  Inquiry,  and  been  as- 
sured that  it  was  to  be  published,)  bring  forward  a new  descent 
from  the  Earl  of  Southampton’s  eldest  son,  instead  of  the  Earl  of 
Leicester.  This  is  completely  different  from  all  former  accounts, 
and  shows  the  random  modes  in  which  the  Hamiltons  treat  of 
their  pedigree;  which  cannot  fail  to  perplex  biographers  who  wish 
to  please  them,  and  yet  to  hold  by  the  truth.  If  Mr.  Anderson 
still  believes  that  the  family  are  descended  from  the  Leicester 
House,  he  should  not  have  burdened  his  history,  or  perplexed  his 
readers,  with  Friar  Hamilton’s  jargon,  which  is  evidently  incor- 
rect in  almost  every  particular.  If,  for  instance,  the  Runaway 
from  England  was  the  Earl  of  Soutliampton’s  eldest  son  and  heir, 
as  Friar  Hamilton  says,  how  did  he  not  inherit  the  Southampton 
titles  and  Estates,  as  well  as  those  he  acquired  in  Scotland? 
The  family  seem  to  have  been  anxious  to  conceal  their  plebeian 
origin,  and  their  historians  try  to  gratify  them  by  tagging  their 
founder  to  the  tail  of  some  noble  race ; though  they  differ  as  to 
the  particular  family.  The  Friar  had  fixed  on  the  Southampton 
family;  but  the  Laird  of  Wishaw  naturally  wishing  for  something 
still  more  dignified,  hangs  his  family  to  the  tail  of  that  of  Leices- 
ter; and  the  evidence  of  the  one  is  as  authentic  as  that  of  the 
other. 

One  of  the  evidences  adduced  by  Mr.  Hamilton,  and  adopted 
by  those  who  follow  him,  of  the  descent  of  the  Hamiltons  from 
tlie  noble  house  of  Leicester,  is  the  three  cinque-foils  in  their 
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escutcheon ; the  Leicester  family  having  had  one  cinque-foil  in  theirs. 
And  Mr.  Anderson,  who  is  much  conversant  in  armorial  bearings, 
seems  to  think  that  the  propinquity  he  has  adopted  is  clearly 
proved  from  this  similarity  of  arms.  But  Friar  Hamilton  says 
that  Gilbert  having  slain  “ the  great  Luftenant  of  Ingland,  with 
“ sa  great  spierit  of  manheid,  for  the  quhilk  King  Robert  gaif 
“ till  him,  his  armies  till  weir  in  Scotland,  tlwe  sink-fuilzies  in 
“ an  bludy  field;  the  sink-fuilzies  of  the  house  of  Southamtone.” 
This  at  once  puts  an  end,  on  their  own  showing,  to  the  proof  of 
descent  from  the  house  of  Leicester,  arising  from  similarity  of 
arms. 

Friar  Hamilton  however  proves  his  own  propinquity  to  the 
Hamiltons,  and  a knowledge  of  what  will  please  them,  by  the 
fulsome  and  unbounded  praises  which  he  bestows  on  the  foun- 
der of  their  dynasty,  and  his  son.  Part  of  the  Friar  s adulation  to 
Philip  and  to  Gilbert  has  been  given  above,  sufficient  to  show 
the  obsequious  temper  of  the  author.  He  is  still  more  fawning 
when  he  speaks  of  Walter,  who  he  says  “ was  ane  mervalus  fair, 
and  als  sa  starke  and  stout  of  person,  fast  to  ryne,  wreschell,  or 
‘‘  cast  the  stane,  schut  with  ane  stark  bow,  or  ryne  an  spier,  or 
“ till  exercise  any  other  died  of  chivalry  or  armies,”  as  to  have 
none  to  match  him  in  the  realm  or  any  where  else.  “ He  was  ane 
“ man  of  hie  stature,  and  right  weel  furnishet  yaertilt,  great  cos- 
“ tit  and  braid  shulderit,  great  craigeit  and  hedit,  reid  in  visage 
“ and  glanssand,  reid  harit,  sharp  of  syght,  and  of  gude  persauing, 
‘‘  schort  in  wordis,  stark  in  armes,  lyme  and  lyth,  right  agil  active 
“ and  swift.”  ‘‘He  was  right  weil  complexiounate,  after  the  qualities 
“ of  the  four  elements,  inclined  to  blythness,  and  alsua  of  great 
“ science,  weil  seen  in  Letters,  Grammer,  poeses,  an  conning 
“ versificator,  an  expert  musicinar ;”  with  a great  deal  more  such 
stulF,  which  none  but  a sycophantish  Monk  would  write,  and  few 
except  a Hamilton  would  drink  in. 

This  Friar  Hamilton,  it  seems,  has  also  set  forth,  that  Gilbert 
the  father  of  Walter,  pronounced  a funeral  oration  at  the  grave 
of  Bruce,  and  of  which  the  Friar  gives  a copy,  which,  like  the 
rest  of  his  MS.  is  a disgusting  jargon  of  obsequious  adulation. 
If  such  an-oration  had  been  made  by  any  of  the  Hamiltons,  it 
could  not  fail  to  have  been  mentioned  by  some  of  the  historians 
of  that  period.  But  to  suppose  that  a Monarch  so  illustrious  as 
Robert  I.  would  have  no  other  person  to  pronounce  his  funeral 
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obsequies,  but  one  be  bad  bought  for  a dishonourable  price,  who 
had  merely  been  a soldier  of  fortune — who  had  no  titles,  and 
whose  descendants  lived  in  neglected  obscurity  for  several  gener- 
ations after  him, — would  be  throwing  a stain  on  the  Scottish  no- 
bility and  nation.  The  story  is  evidently  fabricated,  and  the  ora- 
tion framed  by  the  Monk  himself ; probably  about  the  time  that 
the  Earl  of  Arran  was  Regent  for  a few  years,  and  might  have 
some  benefices  in  his  gift,  for  an  obsequious  Friar. 


CHAPTER  II. 

INQUIRY  INTO  THE  MANNER  BY  WHICH  THE  HAMILTON 
FAMILY  ACQUIRED  THEIR  EXTENSIVE  DOMAINS. 


It  has  been  shown  in  the  preceding  chapter,  that  the  founder 
of  the  Ducal  family  of  Hamilton  was  Walter  the  son  of  Gilbert; 
but  that  there  is  no  evidence,  yet  discovered,  that  could  instruct 
that  either  the  father  or  son  were  invested  in  heritable  property, 
except  the  tenandry  of  the  farm  of  ‘‘Adlewood,”  now  called  Eddie- 
wood,  in  the  parish  of  Hamilton.  That  Walter,  however, 
in  the  course  of  his  life,  acquired  some  large  Estates;  and  that 
others  of  his  descendants  have  added  to  the  family  inheritances, 
till  their  domains  have  become  extensive,  are  matters  well  known. 
Walter  acquired  the  baronies  of  Cadzow,  Mauchine,  and  Kennel, 
from  King  Robert  Bruce,  soon  after  the  battle  of  Bannockburn. 
James,  the  fifth  in  descent  from  Walter,  procured  the  lands  of 
Drumsargard,  Carmunnock,  Shotts,  and  Finnart,  from  King  James 
II.  and  he  also  acquired  from  King  James  HI.  the  Estate  of  Ar- 
ran. These,  some  Church  lands,  and  Avendale,  which  they  obtain- 
ed about  the  beginning  of  the  seventeenth  century,  form  nearly  the 
whole  of  their  domains.  How  they  acquired  them  falls  to  be  ex- 
plained. 
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Section  1. 

Shouing  how  Walter ^ the  founder  of  the  Ducal  family  of  Hamilton, 
enquired  the  Estates  of  Cadzoiv,  Mauchine,  Kennel, 

Mr.  Crawford,  who  says  he  wrote  on  the  authority  of  the 
Wishaw  manuscript,  and  who  gives  Gilbert  as  the  founder  of  the 
family,  says,  Gilbert  “was  a very  brave  man,  and  to  him  are  ascrib- 
“ ed  a vast  many  great  exploits;  particularly  that  he  distinguish- 
“ ed  his  valour  and  conduct,  on  the  decisive  battle  of  Bannockburn, 
“ 25th  July  1314,  so  eminently,  that  he  was  knighted  on  the  field, 
“ and  got  the  gift  of  divers  lands.”  Douglas  again  ranks  Gilbert 
as  the  second  of  the  family,  and  says  “he  flourished  in  the  reign  of 
“ Alexander  III,  with  whom  he  was  in  great  favour.”  But  neither 
of  these  authors  mention  on  what  authority  they  make  these  state- 
ments, except  the  Wishaw  MS.  Of  Walter  he  says,  “though  he 
“ was  forced  to  submit  to  the  superior  force  of  King  Edward,  yet 
“ no  sooner  did  King  Robert  Bruce  begin  to  assert  his  title  to 
“ the  crown,  than  he  joined  him,  had  several  military  commands 
“ under  him,  and  acquitted  himself  so  much  to  the  satisfaction  of 
“ that  great  prince,  that  he  bestowed  on  him  several  lands  and 
“ baronies  (then  in  the  crown)  for  his  good  and  faithful  services, 
“ viz.  the  barony  of  Cadzow,  now  Hamilton,  Kennel,  &c.” 

Now  all  this  is  mere  legendary  conjecture,  or  rather  downright 
imposition.  If  Gilbert  flourished  in  the  reign  of  Alexander  III, 
which  commenced  in  1249  and  terminated  in  1285,  he  could  not 
be  alive  to  fight  at  the  battle  of  Bannockburn,  in  1314.  Gilbert 
must  have  died  before  the  end  of  the  fourteenth  century,  and  it 
was  his  son  Walter  who  they  say  swore  fealty  to  Edward  in 
1292  and  1294,  and  who  was  the  cotemporary  of  Robert  Bruce. 

But  Walter  was  not  then  found  fighting  on  the  side  of  the  gal- 
lant Bruce,  nor  achieving  “a  vast  many  great  exploits,”  nor  dis- 
playing valour  and  conduct  on  the  field;  neither  did  he  join  Bruce 
“ when  he  began  to  assert  his  right  to  the  crown,”  nor  was  he  at 
the  field  of  Bannockburn,  or  knighted  there,  or  any  where  else. 
No  such  thing.  Walter  the  son  of  Gilbert,  continued  to  adhere 
to  the  interest  of  Edward  King  of  England,  and  to  support  him 
in  destroying  the  liberties  and  independence  of  Scotland,  and  to 
reduce  it  to  a province  of  England.  Walter  did  not  fight  on  the 
side  of  Bruce,  but  opposed  him,  and  supported  the  claims  of  Ed- 
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ward  to  the  Scottish  crown.  IVIr.  Anderson  says,  Walter  espoused 
the  interest  of  Baliol.  He  might  do  so.  But  he  also  supported 
the  claim  of  the  King  of  England  to  the  crown  of  Scotland,  for 
nearly  twenty  years  after  Baliol  had  resigned  his  tottering  crown, 
and  feeble  sceptre,  to  Edward,  who  was  not  fighting  to  restore 
Baliol,  but  to  win  the  Scottish  crown  to  himself,  and  reduce  Scot- 
land to  slavery.  Walter  fought  with  Edward  against  the  liber- 
ties of  his  native  country,  till  the  total  rout  of  the  English  army, 
on  the  field  of  Bannockburn. 

Walter  was  not  indeed  with  the  English  army  at  that  decisive 
battle.  He  chose  rather  to  “ abide  by  the  stuff,”  than  run  too 
much  risk  on  such  a dangerous  field.  Walter  had  the  command 
on  that  memorable  day  of  the  garrison  of  Bothwell,  the  strongest 
fortress  then  held  in  Scotland  by  Edward,  and  the  great  deposit 
of  his  stores.  To  keep  that  garrison  for  Edward,  then  fighting 
to  reduce  a free  and  independent  kingdom  to  slavery,  were  “ the 
vast  and  great  exploits”  of  this  Walter  Fitz-Gilbert,  the  founder 
of  the  dynasty  of  the  Ducal  House  of  Hamilton. 

Mr.  Anderson  says,  “Edward  the  second  appointed  him  (Wal- 
“ ter)  Governor  of  the  castle  of  Bothwell,  and  he  held  that  impor- 
“ tant  fortress  for  the  English  at  the  period  of  the  battle  of  Ban- 
“ nockburn,  as  appears  from  Barbour  in  his  metrical  history  of 
“ Bruce,  (p  34).”  And  in  proof  of  this  Mr.  Anderson  quotes  the 
lines  from  Barbour  which  completely  establish  the  fact.  They 
are  as  follows : — 

“ Quhen  the  gret  bataill  on  this  wiss, 

“ Was  discomfyt  as  Ik  dewyss, 

“ Quhar  thretty  thowsand  wele  war  ded, 

“ Or  drownyt  in  that  ilk  sted : 

" And  sum  war  in  till  handis  tane;  , 

“ And  othyr  sum  thair  gate  war  gane ; 

“ The  Erie  of  Herford  fra  the  melle 
“ Departyte,  with  a gret  mengne : 

“ And  straught  to  Bothwell  tok  the  vai, 

“ That  then  in  the  Inglis  mennys  fay 
“ Was,  and  halden  as  (a)  place  of  wer. 

“ Schyr  Waltre  Gilbert  son  was  ther 
Captane,  and  it  had  in  ward, 

“ The  Erie  of  Herford  thiddyrward 
“ Held,  and  was  tane  in  our  the  wall, 

“ And  fyfty  of  his  men  with  all ; 

“ And  set  in  houssis  sindyrly 
Swa  that  they  had  thar  na  mercy, 

“ The  lave  went  towart  Ingland.” 
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So  that  Walter,  son  of  Gilbert,  the  founder  of  the  family  of 
Hamilton,  and  who  their  early  biographers  hold  up  us  a brave 
and  loyal  man,  performing  a “vast  many  great  exploits”  in  aid  of 
the  gallant  Bruce,  and  knighted  by  him  on  the  field  of  Bannock- 
burn, is  found,  when  the  truth  is  told,  fighting  under  the  standard 
of  the  English  monarch,  to  reduce  Scotland  to  a foreign  yoke. 
Could  it  be  possible  that  the  writer  of  the  Wishaw  manuscript, 
and  that  Crawford,  Nisbet,  and  others  who  copied  from  it ; or 
that  the  family  of  Hamilton  themselves,  could  be  all  in  the  dark 
on  this  subject?  Had  none  of  them  before  Mr.  Anderson  ever 
read  John  Barbour  s metrical  history  of  Bruce,  and  of  the  battles 
he  fought  ? Or  did  they  think,  that  no  other  person  had  read,  or 
would  ever  read,  that  respectable  author  ? Be  that  as  it  may, 
Barbour  s authority  is  superior  to  all  their  s put  together. 

But  if  we  trace  the  “great  exploits”  of  this  founder  of  a great 
family,  a little  farther,  we  will  see  him  still  better  in  his  true  light 
and  character.  He  no  sooner  got  into  his  power  the  Earl  of 
Hereford,  a near  relation  to  the  King  of  England,  and  about  fifty 
other  fugitives,  some  of  them  men  of  rank,  who  had  escaped  from 
the  bloody  field  of  Bannockburn,  and  sought  refuge  in  the  Castle 
of  Both  well;  than  Walter  first  confines  them  each  by  liimself  and 
showed  them  no  mercy,  and  thereafter  sells  them  ally  the  garrison 
he  held  for  Edward,  and  all  his  imniense  stores  of  efvery  sort,  to  the 
victorious  Bruce,  Not  for  reasonable  terms  to  the  King  of  Eng- 
land, who  had  appointed  him  Governor,  and  to  whom  Walter  had 
twice  sworn  to  be  faithful — nor  for  good  terms  to  his  noble  refu- 
gees, and  the  garrison  he  commanded — but  he  sacrificed  all  these  to 
his  own  individual  interest.  He  sold  the  garrison,  the  troops  in  it, 
the  refugees  of  every  rank,  and  whole  arms,  provisions,  and  military 
stores  to  Bruce,  for  the  Baronies  of  Cadzow,  Mauchine,  Kennel,  ^c, ! ! 
Such  were  the  “vast  and  great  exploits”  of  this  founder  of  the 
Ducal  family  of  Hamiltons;  and  these  the  means  he  took  to  raise 
himself,  from  a needy  soldier  of  fortune,  to  wealth  and  power,  at 
the  expense  of  honour  and  duty. 

Barbour  goes  on  to  detail  the  proceedings  after  the  battle  in 
the  following  words. 

“ And  syne  to  Bothvvell  send  he 
“ Schyr  Eduuard  with  a gret  menye; 

' “ For  thar  wes  than  send  him  word 
“ That  the  rich  Erie  of  Herford, 
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“ And  othyr  mychty  als  wer  ther. 

“ Swa  tretyt  he  with  Schyr  Walter, 

“ That  Erie,  and  castell  and  the  lave, 

“ In  Schyr  Eduuardis  hand  he  gave, 

“ And  till  the  King  the  Erie  send  he 
“ And  gert  him  rycht  vveil  yemyt  be; 

“ Quhill  at  the  last  they  tretyt  sua 
“ That  he  till  Ingland  hame  suld  ga, 

“ For  ovvtyn  paying  of  ransoune  fre ; 

“ And  that  for  him  suld  changyt  be, 

“ Byschap  Robert  that  blind  was  mad ; 

“ And  the  Queyne  that  they  takyn  had 
“ In  persounne,  as  before  said  I : 

“ And  hyr  douchtre  Dame  Maiory, 

“ The  Erie  was  changyt  for  thir  thre.” 

Book  Ninth,  L,  848. 

These  are  the  “vast  many  and  great  exploits”  performed  by 
Walter  the  son  of  Gilbert;  not  in  the  field  of  Bannockburn,  but 
on  that  occasion.  He  was  not  indeed  knighted  on  that  field,  but 
availing'  himself  of  existing  circumstances,  he  contrived  to  play  his 
cards  so  well,  as  to  acquire  several  baronies  of  land;  not  for  his 
valour  and  conduct  in  the  battle,  but  for  his  treasons,  against  his 
lawful  Sovereign  and  native  country : and  next  for  his  treachery 
to  the  King  of  England,  to  whom  the  family  historians  say  he  had 
twice  sworn  fealty;  and  who  had  intrusted  to  him  an  important 
post,  at  a critical  period;  but  which  Walter  sold  for  his  own  be- 
hoof. Walter  Jilius  Gilberti,  the  founder  of  the  Ducal  family  of 
Hamilton,  was  therefore  a rebel  and  traitor  to  his  King  and  coun- 
try, when  he  joined  the  standard  of  Edward,  to  fight  against 
Bruce  and  Scotland : and  he  became  a traitor  to  Edward,  and  a 
perjured  betrayer  of  his  trust  as  a soldier,  and  a sworn  subject, 
when  he  sold  the  castle  of  Bothwell,  for  the  baronies  of  land  that 
liave  been  mentioned,  and  to  which  he  obtained  chai'ters  immedi- 
ately after  the  bargain  was  struck.  And  a few  years  after  he  suc- 
ceeded Oliver  the  Carpenter  in  the  tenandry  of  Adelwood. 

After  Walter  had  been  established  in  his  newly  acquired  Es- 
tates for  about  twenty  years,  his  brother  John  films  Gilberti  ac- 
quired the  one-half  of  the  lands  of  Rossaven  near  Hamilton,  from 
the  Monks  of  Kelso : but  for  what  price,  or  act  of  piety,  or  for 
what  service,  does  not  appear.  And  he  obtained  about  the  same 
time,  (1339,)  from  David  the  son  of  Walter,  and  grandson  of 
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Gilbert,  the  other  half  of  the  lands  of  Rossaven  which  lay  adjoin- 
ing to  the  terrce  ecclesiasticoe.  And  these  (in  all  about  200  acres) 
were  the  foundation  of  the  fortune  of  the  still  subsisting  family  of 
Hamiltons  of  Preston. 

This  part  of  the  MS.  was  shown  to  Mr.  Anderson,  but  he 
seems  to  adhere  to  his  former  opinion,  and  has  since  published  in  his 
appendix,  the  account  given  by  Crawford  on  the  authority  of  Mr. 
Hamilton  of  Wishaw.  But  if  the  whole  race  of  Hamiltons  had 
written  such  unauthenticated  accounts,  and  got  ever  so  many  of 
their  friends  to  copy  and  repeat  them,  they  cannot  obtain  credit. 


Section  II. 

Showing  how  the  family  of  Hamilton  acquired  the  baronies  of 
Drumsargardf  Carmunnocky  Finnart^  S^c, 

After  the  death  of  Walter,  the  family  seem  to  have  remained 
in  great  obscurity,  till  James  the  seventh  generation  from  Gilbert 
was  created  a Lord  of  Parliament  in  1445.  They  seem  to  have 
been  so  little  known,  that  Buchanan  does  not  so  much  as  mention 
their  names,  for  about  130  years.  Indeed  the  way  that  the  foun- 
der of  the  family  had  come  by  his  Estates,  was  but  ill  calculated 
to  raise  them  high  in  public  esteem.  But  having  obtained  the 
two  small  properties  of  Crossbasket  and  Hamilton  farm,  and  the 
patch  of  land  in  the  town  of  Hamilton  called  ‘‘the  orchard,”  these 
and  the  Estates  of  Cadzow,  Mauchine,  Kennel,  &c.  were  all  erect- 
ed into  a free  Lordship,  appointed  to  be  called  “m  future  the  Lord- 
ship  of  Hamilton,”  and  the  house  built  in  Hamilton  to  be  “ in  fu- 
ture” the  principal  messuage  of  the  family,  and  to  bear  the  name 
of  Hamilton. 

But  this  James,  then  created  Lord  Hamilton,  entered  immedi- 
ately after  his  elevation,  into  a most  formidable  conspiracy  against 
King  James  II.  by  whom  he  (Lord  Hamilton)  had  been  so  recent- 
ly created  a Peer.  The  Douglases  had  about  that  time  become 
so  very  powerful,  and  they  were  so  ungovernable,  that  the  Regent 
thought  it  necessary  to  cut  off  William  sixth  Earl  of  Douglas, 
without  much  ceremony.  And  King  James  II.  followed  a similar 
coiwse  with  William,  the  eighth  Earl  of  Douglas,  because  he  had 
entered  into  a conspiracy  with  Lord  Hamilton,  the  Earls  of  Mur- 
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ray  and  Crawford,  and  others,  which  he  refused  to  abandon. 
This  rash  and  barbarous  act  of  the  King  did  not  intimidate  the 
confederated  Lords,  but  tended  rather  to  render  them  still  more 
violent;  and  particularly  Lord  Hamilton,  who  first  plundered 
and  then  burnt  the  town  of  Stirling,  besieged  the  King  in  Stir- 
ling castle,  and  poured  on  him  every  mark  of  contempt  and  indig- 
nity. The  army  of  the  confederated  Lords  exceeded  in  number 
the  King’s  forces  so  much,  that  it  seemed  doubtful  whether  .James 
or  Douglas  would  inherit  the  crown,  and  the  King  proposed  to 
retire  to  France  for  his  personal  safety.  But  when  the  two  armies 
had  come  within  sight  of  each  other,  near  to  Abercorn,  and  were 
ready  to  engage.  Lord  Hamilton,  who  till  then  had  been  one  of 
the  most  violent  of  the  conspirators,  entered  into  a secret  negotia- 
tion with  Bishop  Kennedy  on  the  part  of  the  King,  and  accepted 
the  terms  offered  him;  and  agreeably  to  bargain,  carried  the  for- 
ces he  commanded  over  to  the  Royal  camp,  during  the  night,  and 
turned  his  sword  against  Douglas  and  the  other  conspirators: 
though  Lord  Hamilton  had  like  them  sworn  to  stand  by  each 
other,  and  to  revenge  every  injury  that  might  be  done  to  any  one 
of  them. 

Douglas,  thus  betrayed  and  deserted,  was  compelled  to  leave 
Scotland,  and  all  his  princely  Estates  were  forfeited.  But  Lord 
Hamilton  received  from  the  King,  as  the  stipulated  reward  of  his 
rebellion  and  subsequent  treachery  to  Douglas,  the  baronies  of 
Drumsargard,  Carmunnock,  Shotts,  and  Finnart,  part  of  the  Es- 
tates of  Lord  Douglas,  forfeited  by  his  rebellion;  in  which  Lord 
Hamilton  had  been  equally  violent  and  equally  guilty. 

By  these  acts  of  rebellion  and  treachery.  Lord  Hamilton  prov- 
ed his  propinquity  to  Walter  the  founder  of  the  family.  And 
though  fawning  historians  may  invent  excuses,  the  conduct  of 
this  new-made  Peer  was  but  ill  calculated  to  reflect  hnooui*  on 
himself  or  his  posterity. 


Section  HI. 

Explaining  how  the  Hamiltons  formerly  acquired  the  Estate  of  Arran. 

The  same  first  Lord  Hamilton,  who  had  by  rebellion  and 
treachery,  added  four  large  baronies  of  the  Douglas  property  to 
his  domains,  as  mentioned  in  last  Section,  also  found  means  to 
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acquire  the  island  of  Arrau.  Tlie  family  of  Boyd  had  arisen  to 
such  power  and  influence,  during  the  reigns  of  the  three  first 
Jameses,  that  they  had,  at  the  beginning  of  the  reign  of  James 
III.,  the  chief  administration  of  public  afiairs.  And  the  King’s 
sister  was  married  to  the  eldest  son  of  Lord  Boyd.  But  when 
that  young  Nobleman  was  absent  in  Denmark,  bringing  home  a 
Queen  to  his  brother-in-law  James  III.;  Lord  Hamilton,  and 
others  of  his  faction,  found  means  to  persuade  that  weak  Monarch, 
who  became  through  his  whole  reign  the  dupe  of  low  and  bad  men, 
that  the  Boyds  were  enemies  to  the  King,  and  undeserving 
of  his  confidence,  and  the  King  condemned  without  a trial,  and 
when  absent  on  honourable  national  service,  his  own  brother-in- 
law;  executed  his  uncle,  condemned  his  father,  and  confiscated 
all  their  Estates.  Young  Boyd  finding  on  his  return  to  Scotland 
with  the  Queen,  how  matters  stood,  instantly  went  back  to  the 
continent,  where  he  was  followed  by  his  wife.  But  she  after- 
wards returned  to  Scotland,  at  the  King’s  desire,  who  gave  her 
reason  to  expect  he  would  be  reconciled  to  her  husband.  This 
however  was  only  a decoy.  For  having  got  her  into  his  power, 
the  silly  King  was  prevailed  upon  to  detain  his  sister,  and  to  com- 
pel her  to  marry,  even  during  the  life  of  her  proper  husband,  (ac- 
cording to  Buchanan,)  Lord  Hamilton,  a man  far  inferior  in 
rank  to  Boyd;  but  a greater  adept  at  intrigue.  The  island  of 
Arran,  which  had  been  given  by  the  King  as  his  sister’s  portion, 
was  wrested  from  the  Boyd,  and  given  to  Lord  Hamilton,  as  the 
reward  of  his  machinations  against  Boyd.  The  title  of  Earl  of 
Arran  was  afterwards  bestowed  on  Lord  Hamilton’s  son ; and  the 
family  have  inherited  that  island,  and  the  honours  thereof  ever 
since. 

By  intriguing  with  the  Reformers  at  one  time,  and  with  Queen 
Mary  or  James  VI.  at  other  times,  the  Hamilton  family  obtained 
the  church  lands  of  Aberbrothick,  and  had  them  erected  into  a 
temporal  Lordship.  The  church  lands  of  Paisley  were,  when  the 
poor  and  greedy  nobility  were  scrambling  for  such  plunder,  erect- 
ed into  a temporal  Lordship,  in  favours  of  one  of  the  family.  And 
they  acquired  also  the  church  lands  of  Bothwell  aud  Lesmehagow, 
which  the  family  still  retain.  They  likewise  received  in  free  gift, 
from  the  Crown,  the  titularship  of  the  teinds  and  patronage  of  a 
great  number  of  parishes  in  Lanarkshire;  and  from  which  they 
have  drawn  much  revenue;  and  in  many  instances  have  dealt 
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sharply  with  both  heritors  and  clergy.  These  and  the  Estate  of 
Avendale,  which  according  to  oral  traditions  of  the  country,  they 
acquired  by  bold  measures,  form  their  whole  domains  at  the  pre- 
sent day.  Except  that  they  may  have  paid  something  for  Aven- 
dale, the  family  never,  since  their  remotest  origin,  made  a fair 
purchase  of  any  part  of  their  Estates:  but  received  the  whole,  and 
much  more  than  they  now  hold,  in  free  gift,  for  one  piece  of 
treachery  or  intrigue  after  another. 


CHAPTER  III. 

GENEALOGY  OF  THE  DUCAL  FAMILY  OF  HAMILTON,  AND 
INQUIRY  HOW  THEY  HAVE  ACQUITTED  THEMSELVES 
IN  PUBLIC  LIFE. 

This  Chapter  may  be  divided  into  three  Sections,  1.  The  Me- 
moirs of  the  family,  from  their  remotest  knowm  origin,  and  while 
they  held  merely  plebeian  rank.  2.  From  their  being  raised  to 
the  Peerage  in  1445,  and  until  they  received  a Ducal  Coronet. 
And  3.  The  Memoirs  of  the  Ducal  family.  Remarks  will  be  offer- 
ed on  the  public  conduct  of  each  of  the  race,  as  they  stand  in  gen- 
ealogical arrangement.  And  as  the  author  disdains  to  flatter  or 
deceive  the  family,  he  will  deal  plainly  but  fairly  with  them,  ac- 
cording to  the  means  of  information  he  jjossesses. 


Section  I. 

Memoirs  of  the  Hamiltons,  while  they  held  only  Plebeian  ranh, 

GILBERT  is  the  most  ancient  of  that  family  that  can  be  nam- 
ed. But  all  that  has  yet  been  discovered  respecting  him,  is  merely 
his  name,  and  that  he  was  the  father  of  Walter  the  founder  of  the 
family — of  John  founder  of  the  family  of  Preston — of  one  Hugo, 
of  whom  nothing  is  known  but  the  name — and  probably  of  Oliver 
the  Carpenter,  who  received  a charter  to  Eddlew  ood,  and  to  whom 
Walter  succeeded.  Gilbert  seems  to  have  lived  during  the  last 
half  of  the  thirteenth  century;  and  to  have  died  before  or  about 
the  end  of  that  century. 
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WALTER,  the  son  of  Gilbert,  was  a cotemprai’y  with  King 
Robert  Bruce;  but  supported  the  King  of  England,  in  his  rascally 
attempt  to  destroy  the  liberties  of  Scotland,  till  after  the  battle 
of  Bannockburn.  It  has  been  shown  in  the  preceding  chapter, 
that  Walter  was  intrusted  by  Edward,  with  tlie  command  of  the 
garrison  of  Bothwell,  at  the  time  of  the  battle  of  Bannockburn, 
and  that  he  sold  it,  with  many  prisoners  and  stores  to  Bruce,  for 
the  Baronies  of  Cadzow,  Mauchine,  Kennel,  &c.;  and  yet  Mr. 
Crawford  says,  Walter  “ was  a man  of  great  fame  and  character.” 
He  was  with  David  Bruce  at  the  battle  of  Halidonhill  in  1333, 
and  returned  home  without  a scratch,  while  10,000  of  his 
countrymen  bled  on  that  field.  The  fawning  biographers  of  the 
family  represent  Walter  as  “ a great  man,”  and  “ a very  consider- 
able person,”  because  forsooth,  he  swore  fealty  twice  to  King 
Edward,  and  is  a witness  to  a charter  by  the  Stewart  to  some 
herrings  on  the  Clyde.  But  they  seem  inclined  to  conceal,  till 
hinted  at  by  Mr.  Anderson,  that  Walter,  notwithstanding  his 
double  oath,  sold  the  garrison  he  was  intrusted  to  defend,  the  mo- 
ment he  found  a man  able  to  come  up  to  his  price.  The  name  of 
his  first  wife  is  not  known.  That  of  his  second  was  Gordon, 
who  brought  him  David  his  successor,  and  John  who  married  a 
daughter  of  Sir  Allan  Stewart  of  Draghorn,  by  whom  he  got  the 
lands  of  Ballencrief. 

It  has  been  mentioned  that  the  descendants  of  Walter  had 
made  but  little  figure  in  life,  for  four  or  five  generations,  and  that 
they  are  not  mentioned  by  Buchanan  in  his  history  of  Scotland  for 
130  years.  And  even  the  family  historians  seem  to  have  but  lit- 
tle to  say  respecting  them. 

DAVID,  Fitz- Walter,  Fitz-Gilbert,  the  next  in  descent,  is  term- 
ed by  the  family  genealogists,  ‘‘  a man  of  great  worth  and  merit,” 
“ a person  of  great  consideration.”  He  was  along  with  David 
Bruce,  in  a plundering  expedition  in  England;  but  was  made  pris- 
oner, with  a whole  skin,  at  the  battle  of  Durham  in  1346.  He 
mortified  to  the  see  of  Glasgow,  ten  merks,  out  of  the  barony  of 
Kennel;  a proof  of  his  opulence  and  piety.  The  biographers  dis- 
agree as  to  the  name  of  his  wife.  But  he  had,  beside  David 
his  successor,  a son  Walter,  who  became  ancestor  of  the  Hamil- 
tons  of  Cambuskeeth  and  Grange,  in  Ayrshire;  and  Allan  of 
Larbert  in  the  county  of  Linlithgow. 
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DAVID,  who  succeeded  his  father  of  that  name,  is  represented 
hy  the  family  historians  as  “ a man  of  great  parts.”  But  the  only 
thing  further  they  have  advanced  respecting  him,  is,  that  he  ob- 
tained charters  to  the  family  Estates, — made  some  excambeons  of 
land — married  Johanna  Keeth — begat  with  her  five  sons  and  one 
daughter — and  died  prior  to  1392.  The  Hamiltons  of  Borland, 
Bathgate,  Udston,  and  Bardowie  are  descended  from  him. 

JOHN,  or  as  some  call  him  Sir  John,  the  next  descendant,  is 
represented  by  Mr.  Crawford  as  “ a person  of  special  account,” 
though  he  adds,  “ I could  not  procure  any  memoirs  of  him  proper 
to  he  inserted.”  He  was  superior  to  the  lands  of  Balderston — w'as 
witness  to  a charter — granted  Sir  John  Hamilton,  a relation  of 
his  own  and  ancestor  of  the  Preston  family,  a pension  of  twenty-nine 
merhsy  a proof  of  the  liberality  of  the  donor  and  poverty  of  his  re- 
lation.— He  married  Janet  Douglas,  and  begat  three  sons  and 
one  daughter.  The  Hamiltons  of  Dalserf,  Darngaber,  Raploch, 
Millbuin,  Stanehouse,  Torrance,  Neilsland,  Aikenhead,  Dech- 
mount.  Barns,  Peddersburn,  Coirsland,  Machling-hoil,  &c.  all  in 
Scotland;  and  Lord  Clanbrassill  and  others  in  Ireland,  are  all  de- 
scended from  this  John. 

JAMES,  the  eldest  son  of  John,  is  also  said  to  have  been  “a  man 
of  great  parts.”  But  all  they  can  say  further  is,  that  he  obtained 
charters  to  his  Estates — married  Janet  Livingstone — begat  five 
sons — and  died  about  1440;  without  having  performed  any  act  of 
public  service,  except  having  been  one  of  the  hostages  for  the  ran- 
som of  King  James  I.  Beside  James  his  successor,  he  had  Alex- 
ander the  founder  of  the  family  of  Silvertonhill  and  Westport; 
— John,  laird  of  Whisleherry;  Gavin,  who  became  Provost  of 
Bothwell,  and  ancestor  of  the  family  of  Orbeston;  from  whom 
the  Hamiltons  of  Dalziel,  Haggs,  Monkland,  Kilbrachmont, 
Parkhead,  Longharmstone,  Barr,  &c.  are  all  descended.  The 
next  generation  was  raised  to  the  Peerage. 


Section  II. 

Genealogy  of  the  Hamiltons  from  their  first  elevation  to  the  Peeragey 
and  till  they  were  created  Dukes. 

JAMES,  the  second  of  that  name,  was,  in  1445,  created  a Lord 
of  Parliament,  and  all  his  Estates  united  into  one  Lordship,  ap- 
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pointed  by  the  charter  to  be  “ in  future  ” denominated  the  Lord- 
ship  of  Hamilton;  and  the  house  built  in  the  town  of  Hamilton 
on  the  piece  of  ground  till  then  termed  “ the  Orchard^'  is  appoint- 
ed in  the  charter  to  be,  from  that  period,  the  principal  Messuage 
of  the  Lordship.  From  this  time,  the  proper  name  of  the  lord- 
ship,  parish,  and  church,  and  the  surname  of  the  family,  became 
Hamilton.  And  all  the  branches  of  the  family,  and  even  many  of 
the  tenants  and  vassals,  seem  to  have  taken  up  that  surname.  It 
is  impossible  otherwise  to  account  for  the  great  number  of  people 
of  the  surname  of  Hamilton,  beyond  that  of  any  other  local  name 
in  Britain.  There  are  few  parishes  in  Scotland,  that  somebody 
has  not  taken  as  their  surname.  Hence  the  Hamiltons,  Douglas- 
es, Carstairs,  Stirlings,  Dundees,  Biggars,  Loudons,  Torrances, 
Aitons,  Gordons,  Struthers,  Blairs,  Moffats,  &c.  all  local  names, 
and  many  more  that  might  be  pointed  out.  But  none  of  these 
are  nearly  so  numerous  as  the  Hamiltons ; though  neither  the 
town  from  which  the  name  is  derived  is  so  large  nor  the  family 
lords  of  the  manor,  who  espoused  the  name,  so  ancient  or  so 
powerful,  as  that  of  some  other  Barons.  The  family  of  Douglas, 
for  instance,  is  far  more  ancient,  was  always  much  more  power- 
ful, and  more  honourable,  (though  very  turbulent,)  than  the  fam- 
ily of  Hamilton.  The  town  of  Douglas  was  more  ancient,  and 
till  lately  as  populous  as  the  town  of  Hamilton ; and  yet  there  are 
probably  twenty  persons  of  the  name  of  Hamilton,  in  Lanarkshire, 
and  generally  over  Scotland,  for  every  one  of  the  name  of  Doug- 
las. This  could  not  have  proceeded  altogether  from  the  chastity 
of  the  one  family,  or  the  libidinous  habits  of  the  other,  great  as 
that  difference  may  have  been.  The  original  surname  of  the  fam- 
ily of  Douglas  was  Fleming,  which  accounts  for  the  prevalence 
of  that  surname.  But  they  had  taken  up  the  local  name  of  Doug- 
las, and  had  become  the  most  powerful  of  our  Scottish  families, 
long  before  the  family  now  called  Hamiltons  had  any  known  ex- 
istence, and  still  longer  before  they  had  taken  up  the  local  name 
of  Hamilton,  where  they  fixed  their  principal  Messuage : yet  still 
the  Hamiltons  are  perhaps  twenty  to  one  of  the  Douglases. 

The  disparity  of  numbers  of  these  families  must  have  proceed- 
ed from  a great  number  of  the  tenants  and  vassals  on  the  estates 
having  taken  the  name  of  Hamilton,  instead  of  that  of  Douglas, 
at  and  after  the  great  forfeiture  of  the  latter,  in  1454*,  in  the  way 
that  Rob  Roy  Macgregor,  and  others  of  his  clan,  took  the  name 
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of  Campbell,  &c.  when  they  were  proscribech  For  it  is  not  possi- 
ble that  all  the  Hamiltons  in  Scotland,  and  all  those  springing 
from  females  of  that  name,  are  the  lineal  offspring  of  Gilbert,  or 
Walter,  or  of  Lord  Hamilton,  who  first  took  that  surname.  The 
old  adage  that  “ all  Stewarts  are  not  sib  (related)  to  the  King,” 
will  also  apply  to  the  Hamiltons,  who  are  not  all  of  them  sib  to 
the  Duke  of  Hamilton.  It  may  well  be  doubted,  if  the  Noble 
family  would  wish  it  to  be  understood,  that  all  the  tailors,  weav- 
ers, mechanics,  and  even  beggars  of  the  name  of  Hamilton,  are 
descended  from  the  founder  of  the  Ducal  family;  except  perhaps 
it  were  a particular  individual,  who  had  been  useful  to  the  family, 
and  had  long  hung  at  the  tail  of  their  Factors,  or  made  them  be- 
lieve he  could  promote  their  purposes. 

No  one  man  in  Scotland  ever  raised  a progeny  nearly  so  num- 
erous, as  the  Hamiltons  now  are,  in  less  than  400  years,  from 
the  time  that  they  took  the  name  to  themselves.  Even  the  Stew- 
arts, w ho  were  far  more  ancient,  and  twenty  times  more  opulent 
and  respectable  than  the  Hamiltons — who  have  filled  the  throne 
upwards  of  450  years ; have  not  nearly  so  many  of  their  name,  as 
the  comparatively  upstart  family  of  Hamiltons.  The  truth  is,  the 
name  is  local,  and  had  an  existence  in  both  Scotland  and  England, 
long  before  Walter  the  son  of  Gilbert  received  Cadzow,  &c.  from 
Bruce,  as  the  rew^ard  of  the  double  treachery  that  has  been 
detailed. 

Lord  Hamilton  founded  and  endowed  a collegiate  Church  at 
Hamilton,  a proof  of  his  piety.  But  he,  about  the  same  time, 
and  immediately  after  King  James  II.  had  I’aised  him  to  the  rank  of 
a Peer,  entered  into  a conspiracy  with  Lord  Douglas  and  others, 
against  that  very  King  who  had  so  raised  him  above  plebeian 
rank:  and  certainly  none  of  the  w^hole  conspirators  was  more  ac- 
tive than  this  new^-made  Lord  to  overturn  the  throne.  He 
was  so  zealous  in  the  conspiracy,  that  he  went  to  England  to  so- 
licit aid,  from  Henry  VI.  to  dethrone  James  II.  and  set  the  crown 
on  the  head  of  Douglas.  But  the  money  he  obtained  from  Henry, 
his  Lordship  applied  to  his  own  private  use.  The  confederated 
Lords  brought  40,000  men  to  the  field,  and  so  completely  ter- 
rified the  .King,  that  he  would  have  left  Scotland,  had  not  bishop 
Kennedy,  who  knew  the  feelings  of  lord  Hamilton,  assured  the 
King  that  he  might  be  bought  up.  This  was  accomplished  by  the 
bishop,  for  four  baronies  of  land,  belonging  to  Douglas ; who  was 
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Lord  Hamilton’s  associate  in  rebellion.  This  matter  being  arrang- 
ed, Lord  Hamilton  withdrew  with  the  men  he  commanded,  join- 
ed the  Royal  standard  in  the  night  time,  and  then  brandished  his 
sword  in  the  face  of  Douglas,  and  the  other  confederated  Lords; 
to  whom  Hamilton  had  sworn  to  be  faithful.  Douglas,  thus  betray- 
ed and  ruined,  had  to  leave  the  Kingdom,  and  all  his  princely 
estates  were  forfeited ; and  never  again  restored.  Lord  Hamilton, 
though  sent  prisoner  for  a time  to  Roslin,  received  the  stipulated 
reward,  and  was  made  hereditary  SherilF  of  Lanarkshire,  an  office 
formerly  held  by  Douglas.  What  an  excellent  Sheriff  would  such 
a man  make? 

This  rebellion  led  to  the  most  disastrous  consequences  to  the 
county  of  Lanark.  For  “ in  March  1455,  James  II.  cast  doun 

* the  Castle  of  Inveravyne,  and  syne  incontinent  past  till  Glasgow, 

* and  gatherit  the  Westland  men,  with  part  of  the  Areshery 

* (Irish)  and  passit  to  Lanark,  and  to  Douglasdaille,  and  all 
‘ Evendale,  and  all  the  Lord  Hamiltounis  Landis,  and  heriit  them 

* clerlye.”  Gray’s  chronicle,  53 — ^-4. 

It  has  ah’eady  been  mentioned,  that  Lord  Hamilton  and  others 
succeeded  in  alienating  the  attachment  of  the  silly  and  fickle  James 
III.  from  his  brother-in-law  Lord  Boyd,  and  in  bereaving  him  of 
his  wife  and  Estates.  Buchanan,  after  relating  the  story,  says, 
“ And  so  Mary,  the  King’s  sister,  was  compelled  against  her  will 
“ to  marry  James  Hamilton^  a man  raised  but  a little  before,  and 
‘‘  much  inferior  to  her  former  husband,  in  estates  and  dignity.” 
By  this  and  other  unworthy  conduct  on  the  part  of  King  James 
HI.  (who  sfeems  to  have  avoided  and  despised  the  company  of  men 
of  rank  and  integrity,  and  to  have  associated  with  low  and  base 
men)  he  ultimately  brought  himself  to  destruction.  But  Lord 
Hamilton,  having  gained  one  accession  of  fortune,  by  his  joining 
Douglas  in  rebellion,  and  afterwards  betraying  and  deserting  him; 
was  equally  successful  in  acquiring,  by  the  most  unprincipled  im- 
positions on  a silly  prince,  the  wife,  estates,  and  ultimately  the 
honours  of  Lord  Boyd.  The  weak  King  soon  paid  dearly  for  his 
attachment  to  the  low  and  bad  men,  but  Lord  Hamilton  reaped, 
and  his  posterity  continue  to  enjoy,  the  benefit  of  his  treachery  to 
Douglas,  and  his  intrigue  against  the  Boyds.  He  first 'married 
Euphemia  Graham,  widow  of  Lord  Douglas,  by  whom  he  had 
two  daughters;  and  next  the  Princess  Mary,  the  wife  of  Lord 
Boyd,  by  whom  he  had  James  his  successor.  Patrick  Hamilton 
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of  Kincavel,  and  John  Hamilton  of  Broomliill,  were  his  natural 
sons.  He  died  in  1479. 

JAMES,  second  Lord  Hamilton^  is  said  by  the  family  biographers 
to  have  made  some  figure  at  the  marriage  of  King  James  fourth 
— to  have  tilted  with  a Frenchman, — and  to  have  carried  a fleet 
and  some  forces  to  the  Baltic,  in  aid  of  the  King  of  Denmark. 
But  Buchanan  says,  that  when  this  Lord  Hamilton  was  afterwards 
sent  with  a fleet  and  some  forces,  in  aid  of  Louis  XII.  of  France, 
instead  of  going  there,  he  put  into  Knockfergus  in  Ireland,  and 
“ which  place  he  pillaged  and  burnt,”  though  in  the  time  of  peace 
between  the  two  nations;  and  having  done  so  he  returned  to  Ayr. 
On  finding  he  would  be  cashiered  for  his  conduct,  he  again  put  to  sea, 
but  arrived  in  France  too  late  for  the  purposes  he  had  been  sent 
on.  Mr.  Anderson  says,  that  Lord  Hamilon  went  first  to  France, 
and  only  plundered  Carrickfergus  on  his  way  home.  But  it  is 
not  of  much  consequence,  whether  the  robbery  was  committed, 
when  he  was  outward  or  when  he  was  homeward  bound.  Both 
agree  that  he  plundered  the  Irish.  On  the  death  of  .James  IV, 
Lord  Hamilton,  then  Earl  of  Arran,  made  a bold  push  for  the  Re- 
gency, but  he  was  unsuccessful.  When  the  Earl  of  Home  was 
taken  into  custody  for  rebellion,  the  Regent  (Duke  of  Albany) 
gave  Home  in  charge  to  Arran,  who  was  his  brother-in-law.  But 
both  set  oflF  together  to  the  borders,  to  form  a party  to  seize  the 
reins  of  government  from  the  Regent.  Albany  laid  siege  to  Cad- 
zow  castle,  but  Arran’s  mother  (Princess  Mary)  negotiated  be- 
ween  the  Regent  and  her  son.  Arran  however  did  not  remain 
quiet,  but  joined  the  Douglases  and  others,  in  an  attempt  to  seize 
the  young  King,  and  when  attacked  near  the  Aven,  Arran  defeat- 
ed the  Earl  of  Lennox.  This  and  another  skirmish  with  Lennox 
near  Glasgow  are  the  only  instances  on  record,  of  any  of  the  chiefs 
of  the  Hamiltons  being  victorious  in  war,  from  the  days  of  Bruce 
to  the  year  1826.  Arran  and  his  party  murdered  Gilbert  Ken- 
nedy, because  he  maintained  the  superiority  of  his  family  to  that 
of  the  Hamiltons.  Arran  was  often  engaged  in  broils  about 
small  matters.  He  not  only  liad  feuds  with  Lennox  and  the  Re- 
gent in  Edinburgh,  where  being  defeated,  he  and  his  son  mount- 
ed a coal  horse  which  carried  them  through  the  North  Loch  to  a 
hiding  place  ; but  he  also  entered  into  an  affray,  about  the  elect- 
tion  of  Deacons  of  Edinburgh;  in  which  a good  many  lives  were 
lost.  He  was  never  at  rest  in  fact  from  the  time  that  he  failed 
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in  his  attempt  to  become  Regent.  Buchanan  says  that  the  Ham- 
iltons  were  so  ambitious  of  the  crown,  that  “ they  studied  to  has- 
ten the  King’s  death  by  treachery.”  They  certainly  entered  into 
many  broils  and  trifling  rebellions,  during  the  minority  of  King 
James  V.  in  order  to  get  at  the  helm  ; but  which  they  did  not  then 
attain.  He,  had  three  successive  wives,  who  had  each  some  daugh- 
ters, and  by  the  third  wife,  Janet  Beaton,  widow  of  Sir  Thomas 
Livingston,  he  had  James  his  successor,  and  Gavin  of  whom  noth- 
ing is  known  but  the  name.  Beside  these,  he  had  by  a lady  of 
the  name  of  Boyd,  a son  who  made  a great  figure  as  master  of  the 
household  to  James  V.  and  acquired  more  land  than  any  other  of 
the  name  ever  held.  The  ancient  and  respectable  family  of  Gil- 
chercleugh  are  his  lineal  descendants.  But  his  own  clan  and  some 
of  the  Reformers  combined  against  him,  and  succeeded  in  bringing 
him  to  the  scalFold  on  a mere  intrigue,  which  James  V.  sorely  re- 
gretted, when  too  late.*  Arran  died  in  1529. 


Mr.  Anderson  gives  in  a note,  in  page  28't  of  his  memoirs,  a list  of  the  differ- 
ent Baronies  and  Estates  acquired  by  James  Hamilton,  founder  of  the  family 
of  Gilkerscleugh.  They  are  in  English  as  under, — 

The  Barony  of  Finnart  near  Greenock,  3d  Nov.  1507. 

The  lands  of  Pleughlands  in  Avendale — Boghouse  in  Crawfordjohn,  and  Fair» 
holm  in  Hamilton,  11th  August  1525. 

Whiterig  in  Stirlingshire,  8th  October  1526. 

Bardowee  and  Houthcard,  Dumbartonshire,  18th  Nov.  1526. 

Houston  and  Drumcross,  Linlithgowshire,  14th  October  1526. 
Magdnlenslands,  Linlithgowshire,  22d  Dec.  1528. 

Ochiltree,  Symonton  and  Barnwill,  all  in  Ayrshire,  and  half  of  Crawfordjohn, 
Lanarkshire,  13th  January  1530. 

Crofthill,  Easterwood,  Wolbrales,  & Stobwood,  all  in  Lanarkshire,  7th  June  1532. 
Lands  of  Craig,  supposed  in  Avendale,  1st  Feb.  1532. 

Land  of  Hookhead,  Linbank,  Byelands,  Netherton,  and  Overton,  of  Strathaven, 
all  in  Avendale,  27th  June  1533. 

ICittimuir  in  Stonehouse,  30th  Juno  1533. 

Glengivel,  Avendale,  18th  August  1533. 

Easter  Letham,  Avendale,  16th  May  1533. 

Crossford,  Lesmehagow,  3d  Dec.  1533. 

Sandyholm  and  Broomhill,  Dalserf,  1st  May  1534. 

Barony  of  Avendale,  2d  Sept.  1534. 

Coldstream  and  Netherfeld'm  Avendale,  & Muirburn,  Glasford,  2d  Sept.  1534. 
Tyrriglis,  Corslet,  Orillauch,  Colquhallan^  Auchenloch,  Ayrshire,  2d  Sept.  1534, 
Peel  QXidi  Thornton,  Kilbride,  2d  Sept.  1534. 

Over  and  nether  Mains,  Avendale,  2d  Sept.  1534. 

Newton  and  Braconrig,  Avendale,  27th  Sept,  1535. 

E 
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JAMES,  second  Earl  of  Arran,  though  he  made  himself  so  very 
obnoxious  to  King  James  V.  tliat  his  name  was  found  at  the  head 
of  a list  of  persons  the  King  intended  to  have  cut  off ; yet  on  his 
death,  Arran  was  appointed  Regent  for  the  infant  Queen ; in  op- 
position to  Cardinal  Beaton,  who  alleged  Arran  was  of  illegitimate 
birth.  The  King  of  France  having  soon  after  created  Arran 
Duke  of  Chatelheraidt,  he  was  at  the  zenith  of  power,  but  still 
short  of  his  ambition.  Let  us  inquire  how  he  used  that  power. 
The  family  historians  represent  him  as  a great  and  good  man  and 
true  patriot,  open,  plain,  and  without  dissimulation.  But  those 
who  write  more  correctly,  represent  him  as  aweak,  vain,  ambitious, 
wavering  and  unprincipled  man.  Mr.  Chalmers  terms  him  one  of 
the  weakest  of  mortals,  “ a wretched  minion,”  “ a malignant  man.” 
Though  that  autlior  seems  rather  partial  to  tlie  family  as  otherwise. 

Prior  to  his  becoming  Regent,  Arran  was  friendly  (or  pretend- 
ed to  be  so)  to  the  Reformers,  and  had  kept  two  of  their  preach- 
ers in  his  family.  And  one  of  the  first  of  his  public  acts  as  Regent, 
was  allowing  the  Scriptures  to  be  translated  into,  and  read  in  the 
vulgar  tongue;  and  as  Mr.  Chalmers  observes,  he  was  the  first  to 
begin  a Reformation  by  force.”  But  on  being  duly  vested  with  su- 
preme power,  Arran  soon  began  to  persecute  the  Reformers : and 
only  turned  protestant  again  after  he  had  lost  the  Regency.  Car- 
dinal Beaton  had  but  little  difficulty  in  bringing  the  Regent 
back  to  the  bosom  of  the  holy  Mother  Church ; and  to  become  a 
persecutor  of  the  Reformers.  Buchanan  says  that  the  Cardinal 
attained  such  influence  over  him,  that  “ by  the  Regent’s  cowardice 


Bruntwood  and  Tulloch,  Galston,  14th  Dec.  1535. 

Kincavil  and  Sheriffship  of  Linlithgowshire,  10th  Dec.  1535. 

Glenkip,  Lanarkshire,  22d  June  1538. 

Libertoriy  Do.  3d  Jan.  1538. 

Midhope  and  Mannerstoriy  Linlithgowshire,  3d  Jan.  1538. 

Castle  of  Nethan,  and  lands  thereof,  with  Crossford,  &c.  Lesmehagow,  4th 
January  1538. 

Lekprivp,  Kilbride,  1st  Dec.  1539. 

Shielsy  in  Kilbride,  6th  Dec.  1539. 

The  forest  of  Bothwell,  or  ShottSy  6th  Dec.  1539. 

Lands  in  Linlithgow  which  belonged  to  the  Hospital  of  St.  Lazarus. 

The  baronp  of  Kilmarnock,  which  was  excambied  for  the  other  half  of  CraW- 
fordjohn. 

No  other  man  ever  acquired  so  much  land  in  Scotland,  during  one  single 
life,  or  rather  in  the  period  of  15  years,  with  the  exception  of  Finnart,  which  he 
had  obtained  from  his  father  about  20  years  before. 


and  the  ^avarice  of  his  relations,  Cardinal  Beaton  enjoyed  all  the 
**  advantages  of  the  Government.’^  The  Cardinal  carried  the  Re- 
gent about  the  country,  on  pretence  of  administering  justice,  but 
in  reality  to  hunt  down  those  that  were  not  sufficiently  obsequi- 
ous to  themselves.  “ For  money  (Buchanan  says)  was  extorted 
“ from  all  honest  men  and  thieves  ; not  according  to  their  crimes, 
“ but  according  to  their  Estates.”  At  Perth  they  punished  four 
men  for  eating  flesh  in  forbidden  time.  “ And  a woman  and  her 
“ infant  were  suffered  to  perish,  because  she  refused  to  call  on 
“ the  Virgin  Mary,  at  the  time  she  was  in  labour.  They  applied 
“ themselves  to  the  overtlirow  of  all  the  Reformed,  and  punished 
“ those  who  read  the  Scriptures.”  The  Regent  went  with  Car- 
dinal Beaton,  in  the  night  time,  to  apprehend  George  Wishart ; 
and  though  that  venerable  martyr  was  condemned  and  executed 
by  the  ecclesiastical  tribunal,  the  Regent  did  not  interfere  to  save 
liim  from  the  stake,  but  connived  at  the  murderous  proceedings. 

The  Regent  w^as  so  rapacious  and  so  regardless  of  justice,  that  he 
held  bonds  of  man-rent,  over  Lord  Boyd  and  others,  and  also  ov^r 
some  of  the  religious  houses.  And  he  was  in  1566  prosecuted 
before  the  Lords  of  auditors,  at  the  instance  of  the  Abbot  of 
Newcastle,  for  spoliation  of  1000  stones  of  lead  ore,  which  he  had 
carried  off  from  the  Abbot’s  lands  of  Fremure  ; and  which  he  w^as 
ordained  to  restore  (Caledonia.)  Buchanan  says,  “ He  that  was  se- 
“ cond  heir  to  the  Crowm,  as  he  was  not  commonly  reported  to  have 
“ much  virtue,  even  for  the  management  of  his  private  life,  so  he 
“ was  as  little  noted  for  council  and  valour  to  manage  the  king- 
“ dom.”  “ The  Regent  and  his  brother  were  both  extremely  av- 
“ aricious.” 

The  presumption  of  the  Regent  was  so  great,  that  he  sent  am- 
bassadors to  England,  to  propose  a marriage  between  his  son  and 
Queen  Elizabeth.  And  Mr.  Chalmers  says,  “ he  entered  into 
“ intrigues,  for  his  son  to  marry  the  infant  Queen  Mary.”  And 
he  remarks,  that  it  appears  from  letters  to  Cecil,  in  1562,  that 
the  Earl  of  Arran  formed  a conspiracy  to  lay  hold  of,  and  imprison 
the  Queen,  in  Dumbarton  Castle ; and  that  Arran  himself  confess- 
ed that  such  were  his  intentions  (Caledonia,  v.  3.  p.  882.)  King 
James  V.  had  left  at  his  death,  a great  deal  of  money  and  valuable 
effects.  These  the  Regent  turned  to  his  own  accounf. ; and  some 
of  the  King’s  effects  w^ere  found,  when  Cadzow  castle  was  taken, 
after  he  had  resigned,  and  though  he  had  made  oath  that  he 
had  previously  given  up  the  wffiole. 
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Arran  was  engaged  in  many  broils  when  he  was  Regent,  in 
none  of  which  he  made  any  great  figure.  He  stole  like  a coward 
from  his  army  at  Coldingham;  and  it  was  owing  chiefly  to  his 
cowardice  and  misconduct,  that  the  Scots  were  defeated  at  the 
battle  of  Pinkie.  After  he  resigned  the  Regency,  or  rather  was 
superseded  in  that  office,  he  immediately  deserted  a second  time 
the  holy  mother  Church,  and  again  joined  the  Reformers.  Like 
some  of  his  descendants  of  the  present  day,  he  was  a noisy  refor- 
mer when  out  of  office;  but  an  enemy  to  reformation  when  in 
power.  He  not  only  became  reformer  but  rebel  also,  whenever 
he  lost  the  Regency.  He  joined  the  Lords  of  the  congregation, 
in  all  their  opposition  to  the  Queen  Regent,  and  when  Murray  who 
was  a reformer,  became  Regent,  Arran  made  repeated  attempts 
at  rebellion  against  his  government  also,  and  was  at  one  time 
committed  to  prison;  his  Estates  were  forfeited  twice;  and  his  broth- 
er, the  Archbishop  of  St.  Andrews,  was  convicted  of  treason  and 
executed.  He  not  only  rebelled  against  all  the  Regents,  but  also 
against  the  Queen  and  her  husband  Darnley,  after  their  marriage. 
But  when  Mary  had  by  her  misfortunes  and  misconduct,  lost  hold 
of  the  sceptre,  and  been  confined  in  Lochleven  Castle,  she  offered 
to  make  Arrau  Regent  or  prime  Minister,  on  which  he  instantly 
espoused  her  cause,  notwithstanding  his  connection  with  the  Lords 
of  the  congregation,  and  zeal  for  the  Reformation.  When  she 
obtained  her  liberty,  Arran  raised  his  clan  in  her  cause.  But 
surely  no  party  ever  made  a more  pitiful  figure,  or  suffered  a 
more  shameful  defeat,  than  the  Hamiltons  did  at  Langside.  And 
such  was  their  pusillanimity,  and  want  of  influence  even  in  Lan- 
arkshire, that  Regent  Murray,  with  only  500  men  on  horseback, 
under  his  command,  reduced  Cadzow  castle,  and  plundered  or 
burnt  all  the  seats  of  the  Hamiltons  from  Glasgow  to  Tinto,'  on 
the  day  after  the  battle  of  Langside.  This  Nobleman  married 
Lady  Margaret,  daughter  of  the  Earl  of  Morton,  who  brought 
him,  beside  James  and  John,  to  be  noticed  as  his  successors,  Dav- 
id, who  died  without  issue,  and  Claud,  who  was  appointed  Abbot 
of  Paisley,  when  ten  years  old,  and  from  whom  the  Marquis  of 
Abercorn  is  descended.  He  died  at  Hamilton  22d  Jan.  1375,  after 
a long  life  of  bustling  activity,  which  added  nothing  to  his  fame, 
or  his  interest;  and  still  less  to  the  interest  of  the  nation. 

JAMES,  third  Earl  of  Arran,  had  the  presumptuous  vanity 
to  offer  himself  in  marriage,  both  to  Queen  Elizabeth,  and  to 
Queen  Mary.  Though  he  had  become  insane,  he  was  included  iu 
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the  attainder  of  his  family.  He  continued  insane  till  his  death 
without  issue  in  1609. 

JOHN,  Lord  Hamiltoriy  was  also  included  in  tlie  attainder  of 
his  father  and  brother,  and  became  an  exile  for  several  years. 
He,  along  with  others  in  similar  predicament  as  himself,  raised 
some  forces,  and  having  overpowered  those  of  the  young  King  at 
Stirling,  he  obtained  pardon,  his  estates  were  restored,  and  he 
was  created  Marquis  of  Hamilton ; but  was  never  afterwards  en- 
gaged in  any  affair  of  importance;  and  seems  to  have  been  a mo- 
dest domestic  harmless  man.  By  his  wife  Margaret,  daughter  of 
Lord  Glames,  he  had  two  sons,  Edward,  who  died  young,  and 
James,  who  carried  on  the  line  of  the  family.  He  had  a natural 
son.  Sir  John  Hamilton  of  Lettrick,  father  of  the  first  Lord  Bar- 
geny.  He  died  in  1604,  aged  72  years;  having,  when  on  his  death- 
bed, expressed  great  satisfaction  that  he  had  adhered  to  his  religion; 
had  never  entertained  one  thought  inconsistent  with  his  duty  to 
the  crown;  and  that  he  never  oppressed  any  of  his  vassals  or  ten- 
ants : And  he  charged  his  son  to  follow  the  same  courses. 

JAMES,  second  Marquis  of  Hamilton^  finding  that  all  chance  of 
succeeding  to  the  crown  was  lost,  became  far  less  turbulent  than 
some  of  his  ancestors  had  been,  and  carefully  curried  royal  favour. 
He  obtained  from  King  James  VI.  the  Lordship  of  Aberbrothick, 
and  other  church  lands  and  teinds,  all  in  free  gift ; was  made  a Lord 
of  the  bedchamber  ; and  created  Earl  of  Cambridge.  He  prevail- 
ed on  the  Scotish  church  to  adopt  five  obnoxious  articles,  usual- 
ly termed  the  five  articles  of  Perth,  which  gave  much  offence  to 
the  Covenanters.  He  acquired  from  Sir  .James  Hamilton,  (by 
means  not  the  most  honourable,  if  common  fame  speak  true,)  the 
estates  of  Avendale  and  Crawfordjohn.  Pie  had  by  his  wife  Lady 
Anne  Cunningham,  daughter  of  the  Earl  of  Glencairn,  James  and 
William,  both  Dukes  of  Hamilton,  and  three  daughters.  He  died 
22d  March  1624,  in  the  36th  year  of  age, 


Section  III, 

Of  the  Ducal  race  of  Hamilfons. 

JAMES,  third  Marquis  of  Hamilton^  was  married  when  only 
fourteen  years  of  age,  to  a Lady  seven  years  old.  He  was  mas- 
ter of  horse,  and  gentleman  of  the  bedchamber  to  King  Charles  first. 
He  commanded  an  expedition  in  aid  of  the  King  of  Sweden;  but 
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having  lost  the  greatest  part  of  his  army,  and  thinking  that  the 
King  did  not  pay  him  due  attention,  he  returned  home  in  disgust. 
He  was  the  King’s  Commissioner  to  that  turbulent  assembly  of  the 
Kirk,  that  met  at  Glasgow  in  1638;  and  did  every  thing  in  his 
power  to  moderate  their  violence.  He  brought  to  the  frith  of 
Forth  an  army  to  reduce  the  Scotish  malcontents ; but  a com- 
promise was  made.  From  the  intrigues  he  had  with  the  Cove- 
nanters, and  his  having  advised  the  King  to  liberate  the  Earl 
of  Loudon,  and  to  reject  the  offers  of  the  Marquis  of  Montrose; 
the  Marquis  of  Hamilton,  and  his  brother  the  Earl  of  Lanark, 
were  both  suspected  of  treason ; but  the  king  was  afterwards  re- 
conciled to  them.  He  was  created  Duke  of  Hamilton  in  1643. 
But  in  a short  time  after,  both  he  and  his  brother  were  again  ac- 
cused of  treason,  and  were  committed  to  prison,  where  the  Duke 
remained  for  the  space  of  twenty-eight  months,  till  he  was  set  at 
liberty,  by  the  English  Parliamentary  forces.  His  Grace,  in  the  year 
1648,  commanded  an  army  of  14,000  men,  to  aid  the  King  against 
his  rebel  subjects.  But  he  was  defeated  at  Preston,  by  Cromwell, 
and  being  taken  prisoner,  he  was  carried  to  London,  condemned 
by  Cromwell’s  Court,  and  beheaded  9th  March,  1649.  He 
married  Lady  Mary  Fielding,  daughter  to  the  Earl  of  Denbigh, 
who  brought  him  three  sons,  who  all  died  young,  and  three 
daughters. 

WILLIAM,  Earl  of  Lanark,  and  second  Duke  of  Hamilton, 
was  accused  of  treason,  and  imprisoned  along  with  his  brother; 
but  afterwards  getting  like  him  into  royal  favour,  he  had  the 
command  of  some  forces,  part  of  the  army  that  w^as  defeated  by 
Cromwell  at  Worcester  in  1651,  where  he  was  wounded  in  the 
knee  by  a slug  shot,  and  died  the  [ninth  day  after.  This  is  the 
only  instance  of  any  one  of  the  whole  Ducal  race  of  Hamilton,  be- 
ing wounded  in  the  field  of  battle.  Though  his  Grace  and  his 
brother  the  first  Duke,  seem  to  have  acted  improperly  on  some  oc- 
casions; they  were  both  mucJi  esteemed  in  the  county  of  Lanark. 
He  married  lady  Elizabeth  Maxwell,  daughter  of  the  Earl  of 
Dirleton,  who  brought  him  a son  who  died  young,  and  five 
daughters. 

ANNE,  Duchess  of  Plamilton,  the  daughter  of  James,  first 
Duke,  was  born  in  1636,  and  succeeded  to  the  honours  and  Es- 
tates of  her  family,  on  the  death  of  her  uncle,  Dulve  William. 
She  married  William  Douglas,  one  of  the  sons  of  the  first  Mar- 
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quis  of  Douglas ; and  he  was  created  Duke  of  Hamilton  for  life. 
Her  Grace,  who  had  been  much  persecuted  by  the  Usurper,  be- 
came so  pmdent  and  active  in  managing  her  concerns,  which  were 
much  deranged  at  the  time  she  took  up  the  Estate,  that  she  re- 
trieved her  affairs,  and  acquired  considerable  wealth.  The  family 
Biographers  say,  her  Grace  possessed  great  constancy  of  mind, 
evenness  of  temper,  solidity  of  judgment,  and  unaffected  piety  ; 
which  seems  to  have  been  in  a great  measure  correct.  But  like 
others  of  her  family,  she  has  been  praised  for  virtues  she  never 
possessed,  and 'for  acts  of  piety  and  benevolence  which  she  never 
performed.  It  has  been  set  forth,  not  only  by  the  family  his- 
torians, but  in  the  statistical  accounts  of  Hamilton,  Strathaven, 
Lesmehagow,  &c.  that  her  Grace  endowed  a second  IVIinister  in 
Hamilton,  and  another  in  Lesmehagow.  Now  the  truth  is,  that 
both  these  Churches  had  been  collegiate  for  many  generations 
prior  to  the  existence  of  her  Grace;  and  so  far  from  Duchess 
Anne  endowing  the  second  Minister,  in  either  of  these  parishes, 
she  made  bold  efforts  to  deprive  Jbotli  parishes  of  their  second 
Ministers,  that  she,  as  titular  of  the  teinds,  might  put  their  stipend 
into  her  own  pocket.  Being  patroness  of  the  parish  of  Hamilton, 
her  Grace  did  not  present  a Minister  to  the  second  charge,  but 
allowed  it  to  remain  vacant  for  many  years;  till  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Wylie,  then  in  the  first  charge,  being  anxious  to  get  a colleague, 
opened  a subscription  to  raise  a stipend  for  a Minister  to  the  se- 
cond charge  of  that  parish.  Mr.  Wylie  gave  five  clialders  from 
his  omi  stipend,  which  was  then  18  clialders;  the  Duchess  gave 
one  chalder;  and  the  other  heritors  subscribed  grain  or  money 
according  to  their  wealth  and  pleasm'e,  till  they  made  up  in  all 
seven  chalders  of  victual  stipend,  and  £16  : 13  : 4,  for  the  second 
Minister;  and  that  continued  to  be  the  stipend  for  the  Minister 
of  that  charge,  till  it  A\"as  augmented  to  the  present  incumbent  to 
sixteen  chalders.  So  that  the  unbounded  praise  which  has  been 
given  to  her  Grace,  for  endowing  a second  Minister  to  Hamilton, 
falls  to  have  been  due  to  the  Rev.  Mr.  W ylie ! 

Her  Grace  played  a similar  game  in  the  parish  of  Lesmehagow. 
The  second  charge  had  become  vacant,  about  the  time  of  the 
Revolution  in  1688,  and  her  Grace  refused  to  present.  But  in 
1698,  the  Rev.  Mr.  Linnen,  then  Minister  of  the  first  charge, 
complained  to  the  Presbytery  of  Lanark,  and  craved  that  the 
Patroness  might  be  compelled  to  present  a Minister  to  the  second 
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charge.  The  Presbytery,  after  making  due  inquiry,  appointed, 
in  1700,  a Committee  of  their  number  to  make  the  necessary  ap- 
plication to  the  Lords  Commissioners  of  teinds,  to  get  her  Grace 
compelled  to  present;  and  in  the  year  1703,  she  presented  Mr. 
Black  to  that  charge.  Now  as  all  these  facts  were  perfectly  known 
in  these,  and  in  the  neighbouring  parishes ; and  as  the  case  of 
Lesmehagow  stands  on  record,  in  the  books  of  the  Presbytery  of 
Lanark,  and  in  the  register  of  the  teind  Court,  it  must  appear 
very  absurd  in  those  historians,  as  well  as  for  Mr.  Nasmith,  the 
writer  of  the  statistical  accounts  of  Hamilton  and  Lesmehagow, 
to  flatter  the  family  and  deceive  the  public  so  grossly.  And  as 
the  family  and  their  doers  could  not  fail  to  know  this  statician 
was  putting  forth  gross  adulation,  instead  of  truth,  they  ought  to 
have  put  him  right. 

Mr.  Anderson  says,  page  489  of  his  work,  that  her  Grace  was 
“ a benefactor  to  the  town  of  Hamilton,  as  she  endeavoured  to 
“ ameliorate  the  condition  of  the  inhabitants,”  “ The  Bailies  and 
“ Town  Council  seem  at  all  times  to  have  looked  up  to  her  with 
“ a kind  of  filial  respect,  and  were  at  all  times  ready  to  comply 

with  her  request.”  But  does  not  this  same  author  tell  us,  in 
the  preceding  page,  that  Hamilton  had  been  created,  on  15th 
January  1548,  ‘‘a  free  Royal  Burgh,”  with  “ all  the  privileges  of 
“ Edinburgh,  or  any  other  Royal  Burgh  in  the  Kingdom.”  Yet 
he  also  tells  us  that,  in  1670,  the  Magistrates  then  in  office  (James 
Hamilton  and  James  Nasmith)  accepted  a charter  from  tho 
Duchess  and  her  husband,  by  which  Hamilton  was  degraded  from 
the  rank  of  a Royal  Burgh,  to  that  of  a Burgh  of  regality.  And 
that  when  the  town  attempted  to  regain  their  right  of  a free  Royal 
Burgh,  the  Court  found  they  had  lost  that  privilege  de  non  utendo. 
It  is  therefore  evident,  that  this  ‘‘  benefactor”  of  the  town  of 
Hamilton,  as  Mr.  Anderson  call^  her  Grace,  and  who  he  says 
possessed  “ unaffected  piety,”  and  many  other  good  qualities, 
found  means  to  get  the  town  degraded,  and  its  powers  diminish- 
ed, that  she  and  her  family  might  the  more  easily  domineer  over 
it:  and  the  two  Bailies  then  in  office,  Nasmith  and  Hamilton, 
were  so  mean  as  to  concur  with  the  family  in  their  own  degrada- 
tion, and  that  of  the  Burgh,  which  they  were  bound  by  every 
principle  of  duty  and  honour  to  have  protected.  This  was  an  in- 
stance of  encroachment  by  this  pious  Duchess  that  few  noble 
families  ever  attempted;  and  of  knavery  and  meanness,  on  the 
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part  of  the  magistrates,  of  which  it  is  hoped  there  are  few  paral- 
lels to  he  met  with  in  Scotland. 

Her  Grace  ^ followed  a similar  course  as  to  Strathaven;  though 
on  a smaller  scale.  That  town  had  been  created  a Burgh  of  Ba- 
rony, by  King  James  II.  But  the  noble  family  of  Hamilton  hav- 
ing acquired  the  Estate,  her  Grace  found  means  to  smother  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  the  town,  and  to  deprive  it  of  every  thing 
in  the  shape  of  Magistrates,  except  a Baron  Bailie  named  by 
themselves;  generally  some  creature  of  their  Factor. 

Her  Grace,  however,  gave  some  aid  in  building  a bridge  over 
the  Aven,  near  Strathaven.  She  mortified  the  sum  of  500  merks 
to  be  paid  annually  to  an  assistant  preacher  in  the  parish  of  Strath- 
aven, in  order  to  keep  the  parish  from  being  formed  into  two 
parishes.  And  she  also  mortified  £1  : 7 : 8,  to  be  paid  to  each  of 
four  Schools,  three  of  them  in  the  country  parts  of  the  parish  of 
Hamilton ; and  rebuilt  the  School-house  in  that  town.  The  mor- 
tifications for  the  Schools  were  certaiidy  voluntary;  and  so  was  that 
for  the  assistant  preacher  in  Strathaven ; except  that  her  Grace 
might  be  desirous  to  prevent,  by  that  means,  the  formation  of  a 
new  parish  church,  which  would  have  cost  her  a much  larger  sum. 

Though  Duke  William  Douglas  was  neither  covenanter  nor 
fanatic,  he  saw  the  folly  and  injustice  of  the  violent  measures 
pursued  by  the  Government  in  Scotland,  under  the  cruel  and 
worthless  Lauderdale;  and  his  Grace  repeatedly  remonstrated 
against  the  disgraceful  proceedings ; but  v/ithout  effect.  His 
Grace  was  invested  with  the  order  of  the  Garter,  and  made  a 
Lord  of  Session;  and  he  was  President  of  the  Convention  of  the 
States  in  1689.  But  he  died  18th  April,  1694.  His  Grace  seems 
to  have  retained  much  of  the  character  of  his  family;  being  proud, 
rough,  stern,  and  honourable.  His  temper  was  boisterous,  but 
he  was  candid  and  sincere.  Duchess  Anne  died  in  1716,  much 
regretted  by  her  tenants,  whom  she  had  amply  rewarded  for  the 
kindness  they  had  shown  her  when  persecuted  by  Cromwell. 
Beside  James,  who  carried  on  the  line  of  the  family,  she  had  a 
son  who  died  young;  Charles,  who  was  created  Earl  of  Selkirk; 
John,  created  Earl  of  Rutherglen ; George,  created  Earl  of  Orkney; 
Basil,  who  became  Earl  of  Selkirk;  Archibald,  a Naval  officer;  and 
four  daughters.  Her  Grace,  and  his  Grace  her  husband,  must 
have  had  great  influence  at  Court,  that  brought  so  many  titles  of 
Nobility  to  their  family.  * 
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3 fourth  Duke  of  Hamilton,  appears  to  have  been  a Noble- 

man of  considerable  talents,  but  from  his  having-  fought  a duel  with 
Lord  Mordaunt,  and  another  with  Lord  Mahun,  his  Grace  seems 
to  have  been  of  a quarrelous  disposition.  He  adhered  firmly  to 
James  VII.  and  entered  into  various  intrigues  to  get  the  repud- 
iated family  restored  to  the  throne;  and  as  he  had  talents  for  in- 
trigue, and  was  of  a haughty  and  revengeful  temper,  he  must 
have  been  rather  a dangerous  enemy  to  the  Protestant  interest. 
He  made  a considerable  figure  in  the  Scotish  Parliament,  in  op- 
position to  the  union  of  Scotland  and  England ; but  when  an  army 
had  begun  to  be  collected  at  Hamilton,  to  march  from  thence  to 
Edinburgh  to  disperse  the  Parlaiment  vi  et  armis,  his  Grace  after 
having  had  some  private  interviews  with  the  Queen’s  commission- 
er, and  having  also  received  a letter  from  the  Pretender’s  Secretary 
of  State,  he  forbade  the  troops  advancing,  and  withdrew  his  op- 
position to  the  union. 

His  Grace  entered  into  such  intrigues^  in  behalf  of  the  Preten- 
der, that  he  was  taken  into  custody  in  1708,  but  that  rebellion 
having  soon  become  abortive,  his  Grace  was  liberated  on  bail. 
When  Queen  Anne  became  friendly  to  her  brother,  towards  the 
end  of  her  reign,  the  Duke  of  of  Hamilton,  and  other  friends  to 
the  exiled  family,  became  favomdtes  at  Court.  The  Duke  of  Ham- 
ilton was  accordingly  appointed  Ambassador  extraordinary  to  the 
Court  of  France,  with  a view,  as  has  been  said,  to  promote  the 
restoration  of  the  Pretender.  But  when  his  Grace  was  about  to 
have  set  out  for  France,  he  got  involved  in  a personal  quarrel 
with  Lord  Mahun,  which  led  to  a duel  in  Hyde  Park,  15th.  Nov. 
1712;  in  which  both  combatants  were  killed;  the  Duke  being  then 
near  50  years  of  age.  It  has  been  said  by  some,  that  his  Grace 
fell  a sacrifice  to  his  attachment  to  the  exiled  family.  If  so.  Lord 
Mahun  was  an  equal  sufferer  with  his  Grace.  Mr.  Anderson 
says,  that  his  Grace  “ discovered  so  much  good  sense,  agTeeable 
humour,  and  pleasant  wit,  that  he  ” became  a favourite  at  Court. 
But  his  repeated  duels  show  that  his  temper  was  not  so  pleasant 
as  Mr.  Anderson  seems  to  wish  us  to  believe.  And  it  was  well 
known  that  he  was  of  so  quarrelsome  a disposition  as  frequently 
to  fight  on  the  streets  with  the  lowest  people.  It  is  mentioned, 
that  when  he  was  boasting  in  the  presence  of  his  father,  that  he 
would  risk  his  life  and  fortune  in  support  of  King  James,  Duke 
William  made  answer,  Thy  fortune,  Jamie  man,  where  is  it? 
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“ And  as  to  thy  life,  tliou  art  more  likely  to  throw  it  away  on  $ome 
ruffian  on  the  streets,  than  in  any  more  honourable  service.”  Mr. 
Lockhart  of  Carnwath,  though  he  pays  his  Grace  greater  compli- 
ments than  seem  justly  due,  admits  he  “ was  too  selfish  and  re- 
vengeful,” “ and  wanted  not  a share  of  that  haughtiness  which  is  in 
some  measure  inherent  in  his  family.”  The  manner  in  which  his 
Grace  conducted  himself  in  Parliament,  excited  strong  suspicions 
at  the  time,  that  a gleam  of  the  ambition  of  his  ancestors  for  the 
Crown,  had  come  across  his  mind.  And  no  man  Avho  reads  the 
violent  speeches  he  made  in  Parliament,  can  doubt  that  his  Grace 
was  of  a turbulent,  factious,  domineering  temper. 

His  Grace  married  first.  Lady  Anne  Spencer,  daughter  of  the 
Earl  of  Sunderland,  who  brought  him  James  his  successor,  Lord 
William  who  died  without  issue,  and  five  daughters.  He  married 
next,  Anne  Charlotta  Maria  Powel,  who  brought  him  two  sons, 
James,  who  was  a Captain  in  the  Guards,  and  Charles,  a Captain 
in  the  Navy.  And  he  married  for  his  third  wife,  Lucretia  Prossor, 
by  whom  he  had  two  sons  Charles  James,  Captain  of  Militia,  and 
Augustus. 

3 fifth  Duke  of  Hamilton,  who  was  born  in  1702,  suc- 

ceeded his  father  in  1712,  attained  the  rank  of  a bedchamber 
Lord,  but  was  an  unsuccessful  candidate  as  a representative  of  the 
Scotish  Peerage.  He  married  Lady  Anne  Cochran,  daughter 
of  the  Earl  of  Dundonald,  by  whom  he  had  James  his  successor. 
His  second  wife  was  Elizabeth  Strangeways,  wdio  had  no  issue, 
and  he  took  for  his  third  wife,  Anne  Spencer,  who  brought  him 
Archibald,  who  became  9th  Duke  of  Hamilton,  Lord  Spenser 
who  served  in  the  army,  and  one  daughter.  His  Grace  died  of 
old  age,  when  41  years  old,  in  1743,  without  having  attained 
any  honour  or  situation  of  trust,  except  a Knight  of  the  Thistle, 
and  a Lord  of  the  bedchamber. 

JAMES,  sixth  Duke  of  Hamilton,  was  born  in  1724,  and  succeed- 
ed his  father  in  1743.  His  Grace  was  invested  with  the  order  of 
the  Thistle — demanded  £10,000,  and  actually  received  £3,000 
for  the  loss  of  the  hereditary  office  of  Sheriff  of  Lanarkshire,  in 
1748.  His  Grace  married  Elizabeth  Gunning,  one  of  the  ladies 
of  the  bedchamber  to  the  Queen,  who  brought  him  James  George, 
and  Douglas,  who  became  the  seventh  and  eighth  Dukes  of  Ham- 
ilton; and  Lady  Elizabeth,  who  became  Countess  of  Derby.  His 
Grace  died  of  old  age  in  the  34th  year  of  his  age,  in  1758. 
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JAMES  GEORGE,  seventh  Duke  of  Hamilton,  was  born  in 
1755,  and  succeeded  his  father  in  1758.  On  the  death  of  Archibald 
Duke  of  Douglas,  in  1761,  the  Duke  of  Hamilton  succeeded  to 
the  title  of  the  Marquis  of  Douglas,  and  the  inferior  honours  of  the 
house  of  Douglas ; but  was  unsuccessful  in  his  claim  to  the  estates 
of  that  family.  All  accounts  agree  in  representing  his  Grace  as 
an  intelligent  and  amiable  young  Nobleman:  but  he  died  in  1769, 
in  the  fifteenth  year  of  his  age,  much  lamented. 

DOUGLAS,  eighth  Duke  of  Hamilton,  who  was  born  in  1756, 
and  succeeded  his  brother  in  1769,  was  much  and  justly  esteemed, 
for  the  suavity  of  his  manners,  his  amiable  dispositions,  and  the 
soundness  of  his  political  principles.  His  Grace  was  fond  of 
manly  exercises,  and  of  social  enjoyments  with  select  parties  of 
friends,  to  wdioin  he  paid  the  most  polite  attention,  and  by  w^hom 
he  w’as  justly  adored.  But  he  did  not  himself  pay  much  attention 
to  the  improvements  on  his  estates;  leaving  ail  rural  matters  to 
be  managed  by  his  Factor  and  Landgreive;  both  of  whom  contriv- 
ed to  live  merry  lives,  at  an  expense  far  above  their  known  sal- 
aries, and  yet  to  acquire  wealth.  His  Grace  steadily  supported 
the  Crown  and  the  Pitt  ministry.  He  raised  a Regiment  during 
the  American  war,  encouraged  the  volunteer  system  in  Lanark- 
shire, and  acted  in  every  respect  as  a true  friend  to  the  govern- 
ment, and  an  enemy  to  every  innovation.  He  paid  great  atten- 
tion to  his  stud ; instituted  races  at  Hamilton,  which  w^ere  at- 
tended by  immense  crowds  of  all  ranks;  built  an  assembly-hall,  and 
Fives-court  at  the  inn;  in  both  of  which  he  made  often  a manly 
appearance.  And  though  he  did  not  pay  due  attention  to  agri- 
culture, yet  his  tenants  had  generally  good  bargains,  and  if  they 
acted  cautiously,  were  not  by  any  means  hardly  dealt  with;  and 
such  of  them  as  are  now^  alive,  greatly  revere  the  memory  of 
Douglas  Duke  of  Hamilton. 

His  Grace  w^as  one  of  the  handsomest,  and  most  gentlemanly 
men  to  be  seen;  and  his  manners  and  goodness  of  heart  correspond- 
ed with  his  personal  appearance.  But  having  no  children  by  his 
Duchess,  he  became  discontented,  and  fell  into  irregularities. 
He  was  fond  of,  and  very  expert  at  all  sorts  of  athletic  exercises; 
and  paid  perhaps  too  mucli  attention  to  Humphries  and  Mendoza. 
But  notwithstanding  ail  his  foibles  and  errors,  his  memory  is  still 
much  revered  by  all  w’ho  knew  him;  and  many  have  been  heard 
to  say,  “his  like  weil  never  see  again.”  His  Grace  married  in 
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April  1778,  Elizabeth  Anne  Burril,  and  he  died  at  Hamilton, 
2d  August,  1799.' 

ARCHIBALD,  ninth  Duke  of  Hamilton^  (who  was  the  son  of 
James,  fifth  Duke,)  was  born  in  1740,  succeeded  to  the  estates 
and  honours  of  his  family  in  1799,  and  died  in  1819.  He  had  re- 
presented the  county  Palatine  of  Lancaster,  and  voted  with  op- 
position from  1768  till  1772,  when  his  political  career  seems  to 
have  terminated;  except  that  he  once  or  twice  took  his  seat  in  the 
house  of  Lords,  and  canvassed  for  his  son  in  Lanarkshire,  till  the 
Lord  advocate  interfered  to  prevent  a violation  of  privilege.  He 
procured  from  the  Whig  ministry,  in  1806,  a seat  in  the  house  of 
Lords,  for  his  eldest  son,  which  saved  him  the  expence  and  risk 
of  standing  the  poll  for  the  city  of  Lancaster.  On  ascending  the 
throne  of  his  fathers,  his  Grace  made  a sort  of  spirt  for  a few 
weeks,  two  different  years  at  Hamilton,  displaying  much  baron- 
ial pride,  and  always  addressing  his  children  by  their  newly  acquired 
titles.  But  having  made  these  dashes,  he  left  Scotland  for  ever, 
and  shut  himself  up  in  Ashton-hall,  surrounded  by  some  old 
grooms,  and  favourite  female  servants ; who  admitted  such  only 
as  they  thought  proper.  Few  of  his  own  children  saw  him,  for^ 
a good  many  years  before  his  death.  And  though  he  had  at  one 
time  talked  of  purchasing  some  large  estate  for  his  second  son, 
he  only  left  him  a trifling  annuity  out  of  the  vast  fortune  his 
Grace  had  accummulated.  He  married  in  1765,  Lady  Harriet 
Stewart,  daughter  of  the  Earl  of  Galloway,  who  died  in  1788, 
leaving  Alexander,  now  Duke  of  Hamilton,  Lord  Archibald 
Hamilton,  now  member  in  Parliament  for  Lanarkshire,  and  three 
daughters. 

ALEXANDER,  tenth  Duke  of  Hamilton^  was  born  in  October 
1767.,  He  represented  the  city  of  Lancaster  in  Parliament  for 
three  years,  and  he  was  ambassador  to  Russia,  for  a few  months. 
Till  1822,  he  had  only  resided  in  Lanarkshire  a few  weeks  three  or 
four  times,  and  about  the  half  of  his  time  from  1822  to  1827.  Dur- 
ing his  occasional  residence  at  Hamilton,  his  Grace  at  times  enter- 
tained a friend  or  two,  and  had  one  tea  and  supper  party  of  thirty  or 
upward.  He  built  some  dykes,  repaired  some  farm-houses;  and 
he  has  begun  to  make  an  addition  to  the  family  residence  at 
Hamilton,  usually  termed  by  them  the  Palace.  And  all  these  are 
done  on  money  borrowed,  and  recorded  in  terms  of  law,  so  as  to 
burden  the  next  heir  of  entail  with  three-fourth  parts  of  the  expense. 
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Section  IV. 

The  account  given  hy  Mr.  Anderson,  of  the  public  conduct  of  Lord 
Archibald  Hamilton,  considered. 

Having  thus  given  an  impartial  account  of  the  heads  of  the  clan 
Hamilton,  from  their  earliest  known  origin,  in  the  beginning  of 
the  14  th  century — shown  how  they  acquired  their  estates — and 
how  they  have  acquitted  themselves  in  public  life ; it  was  not  in- 
tended to  have  noticed  the  inferior  branches  of  the  family,  ■ But 
as  Mr.  Anderson  has  in  his  memoirs  of  the  Hamiltons  so  often  re- 
ferred to,  pointed  out  Lord  Archibald  Hamilton,  as  having  “ dis- 
“ tinguished  himself  as  an  industrious  and  independent  represen- 
“ tative  of  the  rights  of  tiie  people,  and  as  an  active  and  eloquent 
“ speaker,  taking  a decided  part  against  the  Pitt  and  Addington 

and  other  Tory  administrations;”  it  may  he  proper  to  offer  a 
few  remarks  on  his  Lordship’s  public  conduct.  To  this  his  Lord- 
ship,  who  has  so  frequently  arraigned  the  conduct  of  others,  can 
surely  have  no  objections. 

Every  one  knows  that  Lord  Archibald  Hamilton  has  repre- 
sented the  county  of  Lanark  in  Parliament  for  some  time  past; 
but  surely  it  has  not  been  generally  understood  that  he  represen- 
ed  the  ‘‘  rights  of  the  people.”  Neither  will  it  be  easily  known 
what  it  is  that  makes  an  “ active  speaker.”  Can  it  mean  constant 
grumbling,  witli  gestures  indicating  chagrin  and  disappointment  ? 

But  then  his  Lordship  has  published  thoughts  ” on  the  forma- 
tion of  ministry,  on  a broad  basis.  His  Lordship’s  “ thoughts,” 
and  his  words  too,  have  been  long  and  ardently  directed  towards 
the  formation  of  a ministry,  which  would  include  himself  and  his 
party.  But  it  would  he  a “ broad,”  and  rather  a curious  ministry 
indeed,  that  could  raise  him  to  the  summit  of  his  “ thoughts  ” 
and  desires. 

Mr.  Anderson  says,  his  Lordship  has  universally  distinguish- 
“ ed  himself  in  maintaining  the  rights  of  the  people,  and  endeavour- 
ing to  correct  abuses.”  These  compliments  seem  to  have  been  bor- 
rowed from  some  of  the  speeches  at  the  Fox  or  other  Whig  dinners, 
where  disgusting  flattery  is  often  put  forth.  But  it  does  not  ap- 
pear that  Lord  Archibald  Hamilton  has  much  to  boast  of  in  his 
Parliamentary  career ; beyond  uniform,  and  often  angry  oppos- 
ition to  almost  every  measure  of  government,  whether  good  or 


bad.  He  acted  with  his  party  in  keen  opposition  to  government, 
when  endeavouring  to  relieve  Europe  from  the  most  galling 
tyranny  ever  imposed  on  the  civilized  world,  since  the  Goths  and 
Vandals  overthrew  the  Roman  Empire.  He  has  laboured  hard  to 
acquire  popularity  by  pointing  out  what  he  was  pleased  to  term 
abuses  about  taxes,  reforms,  &c.  while  tlie  necessary  business  of  the 
county  he  represented  was  repeatedly  bungled,  and  some  of  the 
Bills  had  to  be  altered,  and  others  begun  de  novo.  That  for  the 
county  Bridewell,  had  to  go  three  times  through  the  mill,  before 
it  could  be  acted  upon  with  safety ; and  merely  to  correct  blunders 
after  blunders. 

Mr.  Anderson  says,  His  Lordship’s  exertions  in  the  “ cause 
of  Burgh  reform  have  endeared  him  to  all  Scotland.”  Lord 
Archibald  Hamilton  has  no  doubt  said  much  about  reforms  in 
Burghs,  the  corn  laws,  extension  of  the  powers  of  the  Justices, 
and  various  other  subjects  which  were  in  unison  with  the  popular 
cries  of  the  day;  with  what  degree  of  success,  or  even  consistency, 
remains  to  be  seen.  But  that  he  has  “ endeared  himself  to  all 
Scotland,”  by  his  exertions  on  any  of  these  subjects,  is  far  from 
being  obvious.  He,  at  the  desire  of  some  of  his  constituents,  at- 
tempted to  enlarge  the  powers  of  the  justices;  the  consequence 
was,  that  his  law  friends  were  very  properly  driven  out  of  court; 

. and  the  extension  of  the  small-debt  law  to  the  Sheriff,  has  every 
where  greatly  diminished  the  proceedings  before  the  Justices;  and 
at  Hamilton  nearly  put  an  end  to  causes  before  their  Honours. 
His  Lordship  was  one  of  the  loudest  clamourers  about  the  corn 
laws,  till  once  there  seemed  to  be  danger  of  their  being  rescinded; 
and  then  both  he  and  the  Duke  supported  these  laws.  The  re- 
forms of  counties  and  of  birnghs,  which  have  long  formed  the 
themes  of  statesmen  when  out  of  place;  but  which  none  of  them 
ever  took  up  seriously  when  they  got  into  office;  have  also  been 
taken  up  by  his  Lordship.  But  he  was  silent  on  these  subjects 
when  his  friends  were  in  power;  and  he  only  resumed  his  old 
song,  after  his  party  were  turned  out. 

Of  all  the  reforms  that  have  ever  been  agitated,  that  of  reform- 
ing the  burghs  of  Scotland,  is  of  the  least  general  interest  “ to  all 
Scotland.”  Some  of  the  citizens  of  every  burgh  are  like  some  of  the 
members  of  Parliament,  discontented  because  they  cannot  get  in- 
to office,  and  they  clamour  and  intrigue  to  get  into  the  council, 
or  forward  to  the  magistracy,  as  the  Whigs  have  long  done 
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for  offices  under  government.  And  nothing  can  be  more  nat- 
ural than  for  men  and  parties,  whose  feelings  are  in  unison, 
to  compare  notes,  and  to  sympathize  with  and  support  each 
other.  David  Walker  of  Crail,  is  probably  as  fond  to  get  into 
the  Council  or  Magistracy  of  that  Burgh,  as  Lord  Archibald 
Hamilton  is  to  get  on  any  corner,  or  even  on  the  footstool  of  the 
treasury  bench.  And  as  the  feelings  and  pursuits  of  these  parties 
are  somewhat  alike,  they  may  naturally  be  expected  to  assist  each 
other.  If  David  could,  by  the  aid  of  his  Lordship,  overturn  the 
magistracy  of  Crail ; and  if  his  Lordship  could,  by  the  help  of 
elegant  epistles  from  David  and  others  of  his  cast;  or  by  presenting 
radical  petitions,  or  lecturing  to  them  from  the  window  of  an  inn, 
&c.  add  weight  to  his  party,  in  order  to  oust  the  ministry;  his 
Lordship  and  David  would  become  mutual  helps  to  each  other. 
But  that  their  pastimes,  or  their  interested  bickerings,  should 
have  “ endeared  them  to  all  Scotland^'  may  well  be  doubted. 

The  sincerity,  or  at  any  rate  the  consistency  of  his  Lordship, 
as  to  the  reforms  he  talks  so  much  about,  may  well  be  questioned, 
when  it  is  considered  that  he  secures  his  o\.  n retm’iis  to  parliament, 
on  the  principles  of  Simon  Magus.  His  Lordship  or  the  family  and 
their  doers,  purchase  much  of  the  valuation  over  which  the  Duke 
is  superior;  and  converts  it  into  freehold  qualifications,  "which  are 
bestowed  on  the  family  dependents,  who  are  ready  to  support 
his  interest;  and  over  whom  bills  granted  for  the  price  of  their 
freeholds,  are  held  to  keep  them  steady;  and  ready  to  be  exacted 
the  moment  they  are  found  to  waver.  In  one  instance,  they 
have  been  unexpectedly  exacted  from  their  heirs,  whatever  may 
have  been  the  previous  understanding.  Captain  Pender  of  Silver- 
ton-hill  had  been  prevailed  upon,  to  accept  one  of  Lord  Archibald 
Hamilton’s  nominal  liferent  votes,  and  as  a matter  of  form  as 
he  thought  to  grant  his  bill  for  £200,  without  expecting  ever  to 
be  called  upon  for  payment.  But  when  the  Captain  died  a few 
months  after,  and  when  his  formal  title  had  scarcely  been  com- 
pleted, the  contents  of  this  bill  were  exacted  from  his  heir ; though 
he  had  no  right  to  the  vote. 

His  Lordship  has  said  much  about  reforming  Aberdeen,  and 
the  Fife  burghs;  and  Mr.  Anderson  seems  to  think,  that  his  Lord- 
ship’s exertions  on  that  subject,  have  “ endeared  him  to  all  Scot- 
land.” But  if  Lord  Archibald  had  been  very  sincere  in  reform- 
ing burghs,  he  should  have  begun  his  reforms  nearer  home,  where 
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he  and  liis  Grace,  (who  says  he  is  also  a reformer,)  might,  with 
the  greatest  ease,  have  set  a very  necessary  example  of  bui’gh 
reform. 

The  burgh  of  Hamilton,  within  which  the  family  residence 
stands,  is  as  much  in  need  of  reform,  as  any  of  those  about  which 
Lord  Archibald  has  said  so  much  in  parliament : or  as  any  other 
burgh  whatever.  The  Town  Council  of  Hamilton  is  self-elected, 
and  the  Duke  of  Hamilton  names  the  Bailies  as  he  does  his  valets, 
or  other  servants.  Hence,  when  they  get  a chief  Magistrate  that 
is  sufficiently  tractable,  he  is  continued  in  office  for  many  years, 
however  obnoxious  he  may  be  to  the  burgesses,  or  however  awk- 
wardly he  may  have  been  turned  out  of  some  other  offices. 

The  revenues  of  this  burgh  exceed  £800  per  annum;  besides 
upwards  of  £400  more,  the  toll  and  pontage  of  a Bridge,  committed 
by  the  act  of  Parliament  to  the  management  of  the  Magistrates  and 
Council.  And  though  every  burgess  is  liable  for  all  the  debts 
which  the  Magistrates  and  Council  may  contract  on  the  town ; not 
one  of  them,  beyond  the  Bailies  and  Council,  know  any  thing  about 
how  the  funds  of  the  burgh  are  expended,  or  where  the  money 
borrowed  has  been  laid  out.  Every  thing  is  kept  secret  from  the 
citizens,  wdiose  property  stands  bound  for  the  debts  of  the  town. 
And  some  of  the  members  of  the  Council  say  they  know  as  little 
as  the  other  inhabitants  about  the  expenditure  of  the  funds;  and 
if  they  wish  to  remain  in  office,  too  much  inquiry  into  these  points 
might  give  offence. 

It  can  be  no  secret  to  the  Noble  famihy,  and  to  their  doers,  that 
several  of  the  most  respectable  members  of  the  Town  Council  have 
recently  resigned;  some  of  them  displeased  at  the  way  matters 
are  carried  on;  and  that  others  who  have  been  elected  in  their 
stead  have  refused  to  accept  of  the  office.  And  the  Magistrates 
and  the  remainder  of  the  Council  are  going  on,  without  being 
able  to  get  any  person  to  fill  up  the  vacancies. 

A Bridge  was  built  over  the  Clyde  near  to  Hamilton,  in  1779, 
and  which  cost  in  all  about  £2400.  The  Magistrates  and  Council 
are  the  trustees.  The  pontage  on  this  bridge  brought  for  some 
years  at  first  from  £100  to  £150  per  annum;  but  for  many  years 
past  it  has  brought  a revenue  of  more  than  £300,  and  at  present 
it  gives  £450  of  rent.  Yet  the  subscribers  have  not  been  paid. 
From  sheer  neglect,  two  of  the  arches  gave  way,  and- were  for 
fourteen  years  replaced  by  a w'ooden  tress,  tlie  most  ugly  and 
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dangerous  ever  seen  on  a public  road.  The  Duke’s  late  Factor 
was  many  years  treasurer  of  the  trust;  and  no  man  durst  say  to 
him,  “ What  doest  thou  ?”  Since  his  death,  a man  has  been  treas- 
urer, whose  cautioners  to  other  trusts  had  heavy  demands  made 
on  them ; and  who  has  not  given  security  for  his  intromissions. 
And  yet  none  dare  call  him  in  question,  so  long  as  he  keeps  in 
terms  with  the  powers  that  be. 

All  this,  and  more  than  this,  goes  on  under  the  eyes  of  the  two 
patriotic  and  reforming  brothers,  who  have  said  so  much  about  the 
abuses  in  other  burghs  ; and  who  pretend  to  be  so  much  alive  to 
“ the  interest  of  the  people.”  Now  since  the  Noble  family  of 
Hamilton  are  smitten  with  the  speculations  of  burgh  reforms,  and 
are  so  eager  to  make  themselves  popular  in  Crail,  and  Aberdeen, 
they  need  not  rant  on  that  subject  in  Parliament,  where  even  their 
own  party  do  not  attend  the  discussions ; but  come  forward  and 
withdraw  the  protection  they  have  hitherto  given  to  abuses  at 
their  own  door.  And  though  they  do  not  establish  the  radical 
reform  of  giving  every  person  a vote  in  the  choice  of  the  magis- 
trates, they  might  at  least  oblige  the  Collector  for  the  bridge  to 
find  caution  for  his  intromissions,  show  a state  of  his  accounts, 
and  of  the  funds;  and  the  Council  and  Bailies  to  exhibit  annually 
to  the  burgesses  a state  of  the  public  goods  of  the  town,  and  how 
they  have  been  expended. 

A sense  of  decency  and  consistency  with  the  pretensions  to 
reform,  with  which  Lord  Archibald  Hamilton  has  so  often  amused 
the  public,  and  taken  up  the  time  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
display  verbal  patriotism,  would  require  that  the  family  and  their 
“ friends  ” had  not  only  clean  hands  at  home,  but  that  they  should 
make  it  evident  to  all  concerned,  that  every  thing  was  correct. 
They  should,  in  a word,  pull  the  beam  out  of  the  eyes  of  their 
own  burgh,  before  they  exposed  the  motes  in  that  of  Aberdeen. 
This,  if  it  did  not  “ endear  him  to  all  Scotland,”  would  at  least  be 
just  and  decent  as  to  the  town  of  Hamilton;  and  would  do  away 
the  charge  of  inconsistency,  that  must  attach  to  the  family,  while 
they  protect  abuses  at  home,  though  they  should  speak  with  the 
tongues  of  angels  on  those  of  all  other  towns. 

In  a case  like  that  of  Hamilton,  where  the  books  and  every 
thing  that  could  throw  light  on  the  subject,  are  kept  out  of  sight, 
it  is  difficult  to  give  any  statement  that  can  be  depended  upon. 
But  supposing  that  the  revenue  drawn  for  the  bridge,  only  paid 
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the  interest  of  the  sum  it  cost,  for  the  first  20  years  after  it  was 
built ; there  can  be  no  doubt  that  it  yielded,  for  the  next  20  years, 
at  least  £100  annually  more  than  paid  the  interest;  and  that  for 
the  last  8 years,  it  has  given  a clear  profit  of  £200  per  annum, 
and  is  now  giving  £300  of  clear  profit.  The  debt  ought  there- 
fore to  have  been  paid  by  this  time,  and  the  pontage  taken  off. 

It  is  true  that  the  channel  of  the  river  sunk  so  much,  that  it 
became  necessary  to  throw  in  a few  tons  of  stones  every  year,  to 
prevent  the  pillars  from  being  undermined.  But  the  person  who 
had  been  employed  to  do  so,  not  being  paid,  he  refused  to  con- 
tinue the  work,  and  one  of  the  pillars  gave  way,  which  brought 
down  two  of  the  arches.  The  wooden  substitute  would  cost  some- 
thing, but  as  the  two  arches  were  reared  on  the  fallen  pillar,  the 
whole  might  surely  have  been  replaced  for  six  or  seven  hundred 
pounds,  even  though  one  of  the  members  of  Council  had  a feeling. 
The  bridge  ought  therefoi’e  to  have  been  free  by  this  time;  or 
nearly  so.  The  bridge  over  the  Tay  at  Perth,  built  under  the 
patronage  of  the  Earl  of  Kennoul,  who  was  no  reformer,  was  re- 
deemed, and  the  pontage  taken  off  in  about  30  years  after  it  was 
built.  And  if  that  of  Hamilton  had  be^n  equally  well  conducted, 
it  might  certainly  have  been  relieved  of  pontage  by  this  time; 
now  48  years  since  its  erection.  The  present  revenue  of  that 
bridge  is  such,  as  would  redeem  the  whole  expense,  in  10  years. 
And  however  much  the  Hamilton  family  may  be  disposed  to  be 
liberal  to  their  “ friends,”  it  could  never  be  the  intention  of  the 
Legislature,  to  impose  pontage  on  that  or  any  other  bridge,  farther 
than  to  defray  the  interest,  uphold  the  bridge,  and  redeem  the 
original  cost.  If  it  can  be  shown  that  the  funds  have  been  suf- 
ficient to  redeem  every  fair  outlay,  the  Government  would  take 
off  the  toll,  even  though  no  patriotic  nobleman  should  interest 
himself  in  such  a reform. 

Though  the  Noble  brothers  have  said  so  much  about  reforms  in 
counties  and  burghs,  and  been  both  of  them  loud  declairners 
about  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  people;  they  or  their  an- 
cestors have  done  much  to  subvert  th^  privileges,  and  some  of 
the  most  valuable  rights  of  the  town  of  Hamilton,  and  others 
situated  within  their  domains.  It  has  been  mentioned  that  Ham- 
ilton was  created  a free  Royal  Burgh  in  1547 : but  the  noble  fam- 
ily found  means  to  get  that  privilege  subverted,  and  the  Magis- 
trates to  consent  to  their  own  degradation  and  that  of  the  burgh. 
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Anditlias  been  noticed  that  the  privileges  of  the  town  of  Strathaven 
were  also  taken  away,  and  their  right  to  a free  Burgh  of  Barony 
subverted  or  exchanged  for  a Baron  Bailie,  generally  some  de- 
pendant of  the  Duke’s  Factor. 

A detail  of  the  encroachments  which  the  Noble  family  have 
made  and  are  making  on  the  community,  roads,  and  privileges 
of  the  town,  would  fill  up  a volume,  wdiich  may  at  a future  per- 
iod be  forthcoming.  One  instance  may  be  mentioned  here.  Af- 
ter the  burgesses  had  been  deprived  of  several  miles  of  public 
roads  near  to  the  town,  and  many  other  privileges  within  a few 
years  past:  an  attempt  is  now  making  to  deprive  them  of  access 
to  the  river  Clyde ; though  sand  for  building,  and  gravel  for  roads 
cannot  be  obtained  any  where  else  within  the  parish  of  Hamilton: 
and  in  times  of  drought  much  water  has  to  be  carted  from  the 
river  for  domestic  use  in  the  tow  n of  Hamilton.  The  Duke  has 
proceeded  with  caution  in  his  attempts  on  these  privileges.  He 
first  put  on  a gate  wdth  a latch,  w hich  every  person  could  open 
and  shut  at  pleasure.  A Lock  w^as  next  put  on  the  gate:  but  the 
key  w’as  deposited  near  to  the  gate,  and  given  to  every  one  who 
asked  it.  But  of  late  the  gate  is  kept  locked,  and  a sentinel 
placed,  to  allow  none  to  get  access,  unless  they  produce  a writ- 
ten authority  from  the  Factor.  This  has  roused  the  inhabitants, 
who  have  met  and  raised  a fund  to  support  their  rights,  and  the 
question  is  now  at  issue  before  the  Sheriff.  If  the  family  had 
wished  to  remove  any  nuisance  or  make  any  improvement  on  their 
lawns,  it  would  have  been  invidious  to  make  unreasonable  oppos- 
ition. But  as  the  sand  and  water  are  of  the  highest  importance  to 
the  town’s  people,  and  their  having  access  to  them  can  do  no  in- 
jury to  his  Grace,  as  the  public  road  goes  to  within  a few  yards 
of  the  place  w here  these  materials  are  found,  and  have  been  free- 
ly used  till  now,  it  is  surprising  that  a family  so  patriotic  should 
wish  to  deprive  their  neighbours  and  towmsmen  of  a right  of  such 
importance  to  the  public,  and  which  can  be  of  no  use  to  the  noble 
family  themselves,  except  that  they  should  exact  a price  for  the 
sand  and  the  water.  A neighbouring  gentleman  has  recently  re- 
fused to  ask,  or  even  accept  of  a line  from  the  Factor,  and  has 
knocked  off  the  lock.  But  as  the  question  between  him  and  the 
Duke  is  now  before  the  Sheriff,  it  w’ould  be  improper  to  say  more 
as  to  their  respective  pleas. 
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Mr.  Anderson  Las  not  only  given  the  pedigree  of  the  Ducal 
line  of  Hamiltons,  but  he  has  also  traced  out  many  of  the  branch- 
es from  the  main  stem.  But  as  he  cannot  have  known  much 
about  these  families  himself,  or  have  seen  all  their  charters,  he 
must  have  trusted  much  to  accounts  given  him  by  the  families 
whose  lines  he  has  traced;  and  which  are  not  always  to  be  de- 
pended upon. 

It  is  evident  tliat  this  author  has  been  led  out  of  his  proper 
road,  when  he  attempted  to  palm  William  Hamilton,  writer  in 
Hamilton,  on  the  public,  as  a descendant  of  the  noble  stock,  and  ' 
of  which  he  gives  no  other  proof  but  an  evident  desire  to  gratify 
Mr.  Hamilton’s  vanity.  And  Mr.  Anderson’s  conduct  on  this 
point,  is  rather  strange,  as  he  passes  over  Stairs  Hamilton,  con- 
stable and  beagle  porter  in  Hamilton,  who  is  well  known  to  be 
not  only  a descendant  of  the  noble  stock;  but  actually  to  stand  at 
the  head  of  a branch  of  Hamiltons,  who  are  cadets  of  the  Ducal 
house.  This  neglect  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Anderson  is  still  more 
surprising,  when  it  is  considered  that  Stairs  Hamilton  has  as  much 
of  the  Hamilton  face  and  manners  as  the  gentleman  Mr.  Anderson 
has  brought  forward;  and  his  pedigree  can  be  more  easily  traced. 
To  bring  forward  his  friend,  Mr.  Anderson  introduces  a family  of 
the  name  of  Hamilton,  who  were  at  one  time  proprietors  of  the 
farm  of  Letham ; but  which  he  does  not  even  pretend  were  sprung 
from  the  Ducal  race.  But  even  taking  that  for  granted,  the  fam- 
ily of  Letham,  according  to  Mr.  Anderson’s  own  account  of  them, 
ended  in  James  Hamilton  who  died  in  1727.  That  gentleman  he 
says  disponed  his  cattle  to  his  two  sisters,  and  the  farm  of  Letham 
to  one  of  his  relations  of  the  name  of  Knox,  who  Mr.  Anderson 
points  out  as  the  father  of  William  Hamilton’s  grandmother. 
That  lady  married  William  Hamilton,  then  cook  at  Dalzell,  and 
afterwards  butler  at  Rosehaugh.  If  this  gentleman  was  descend- 
ed from  the  Ducal  race,  so  must  the  present  William  Hamilton 
who  is  his  grandson.  But  Mr.  Anderson,  trusting  probably  to 
some  whimsical  account  of  the  late  James  Knox,  does  not  say  so, 
but  traces  William  Hamilton’s  pedigree  from  his  grandmother 
Margaret  Knox.  She  bore  four  sons  to  her  husband.  Francis, 
the  eldest  of  these  was  bred  a tailor,  and  became  the  father  of  the 
present  William  Hamilton,  by  Margaret,  daughter  of  William 
Ranken,  change-keeper  in  Hamilton.  Mr.  Anderson  designs 
her  sister  to  Charles  Ranken,  surgeon  in  Douglas;  probably  to 
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avoid  naming  her  father’s  profession;  which  was  unnecessary,  as 
that  lady  kept  a small  change-house  all  her  lifetime.  Authors 
should  never  travel  out  of  their  course,  nor  strain  points  to  flatter 
the  vanity  of  any  person. 

But  adulation  seems  to  be  expected  by  the  Hamiltons  from  all 
their  friends  and  dependents,  who  represent  every  thing  about 
them  as  superlative.  The  early  genealogists  represent  every  one 
of  the  race,  even  the  most  obscure  or  worthless,  as  the  greatest 
and  best  of  men.  Witness  Friar  Hamilton’s  account,  part  of  which 
is  copied  above ; and  modern  writers  have  generally  repeated  what 
was  said  before  them.  The  heads  of  the  family  called  themselves 
in  their  charters,  “ high  and  mighty  Princes.”  They  term  their 
house  “ a Palace,”  and  every  thing  they  have  is  represented  as 
supereminent.  The  paintings  in  Hamilton  Palace  are  spoken  of 
as  the  most  valuable  collection  in  Scotland.  One  will  tell  ydu  that 
Daniel  in  the  den  of  lions,  is  the  most  valuable  painting  in  Britain, 
and  worth  many  thousands  of  pounds;  some  have  even  said  it  was 
of  greater  value  than  the  Duke’s  estate ; and  that  the  painting  of 
Earl  Danby  is  still  better. 

These  two  pictures  are  no  doubt  the  best  in  the  Hamilton  col- 
lection; but  neither  of  them  are  originals.  That  of  Daniel  is 
copied  from  a painting  in  France,  and  that  of  the  Earl  Danby, 
from  the  original  in  the  Houghton  collection,  now  in  Russia;  and 
that  original  picture  was  only  valued  at  £200. 

But  after  all  the  vanity  of  the  family,  or  the  clan,  as  to  these 
pictures,  they  and  all  the  others  in  the  palace,  at  the  time  of  the 
death  of  Douglas  Duke  of  Hamilton,  were  sold  by  the  doers  for 
his  daughter,  to  the  present  family;  the  price  to  be  fixed  by  ar- 
bitration. And  Sir  Henry  Raeburn,  as  sole  arbiter,  estimated 
the  whole  paintings  then  held  by  the  family,  at  fifteen  hundred 
pounds ; and  that  sum  was  paid  and  accepted  of  accordingly  as  the 
fair  price  of  all  the  Hamilton  collection  of  paintings. 

The  present  Duke  has  brought  to  the  palace,  some  cabinets, 
vases,  marble  slabs,  lumps  of  Russian  granite,  and  various  things 
that  pleased  his  taste.  But  the  only  new  paintings  there,  any 
way  noticed  by  connoisseui’s,  are  one  of  Napoleon,  and  another 
of  a laughing  boy,  both  good  paintings,  but  neither  of  them  of 
much  value. 

A family  so  elevated  in  rank,  who  stand  so  high  in  their  own 
estimation;  and  who  have  been  so  long  assailed  with  adulation, 
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may  at  first  feel  the  blunt  sounds  of  undisguised  truth,  to  strike 
harshly  on  their*  ear.  But  surely  plain  and  ' candid  dealing 
with  superiors  is  the  bounden  duty  of  all;  as  well  as  the  great- 
est favour  that  can  be  conferred  on  them.  Persons  in  elevated 
situations  are  generally  beset  with  flatterers,  who  endeavour  to 
deceive  them.  To  avoid  that  error,  and  to  state  the  truth,  the 
whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the  truth,  so  far  as  he  has  been  able 
to  discover  it,  has  been  the  anxious  wish  of  the  author  of  this  in- 
quiry. Neither  his  conscience  nor  his  temper  will  allow  him  to 
flatter  any  man  whatever.  And  however  different  the  origin  and 
history  of  the  Hamilton  family  he  has  given,  may  appear  from 
those  of  some  of  their  historians;  still  he  is  confident  that  his  ac- 
count is  correct  in  substance;  and  he  is  prepared  to  maintain  it, 
if  called  in  question. 

He  is  sorry  to  have  had  to  enter  into  any  thing  like  controversy 
with  his  friend  Mr.  Anderson,  for  whom  he  has  great  respect. 
But  that  gentleman  must  see  that  the  subject  is  taken  up  on  pub- 
lic grounds;  and  with  no  wish  to  injure  him. 

If  the  noble  family  shall  profit  by  these  remarks,  the  author  will 
consider  his  labours  well  bestowed ; and  if  they  should  not  please 
the  family,  or  their  clan;  he  will  still  have  the  consolation  to 
know  that  he  has  done  his  duty  to  them  and  the  public. 
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Page  17,  line  12,  for  Jiliis  read  JiiHus. 

— 27,  in  lines  14<,  17,  and  19,  for  Jiliis  read  JiHus. 

— 36,  line  4,  for  1214  read  1314. 
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